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UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


TO 


From 


Chief,  Environmental  Planning 
:     AM-M 


B!iRFAf  \°f  ^E  ^AGEMENT 

^   ''^,,-30,  1608  (018) 

iw-r.t. — 

DaterMAY  0  3  1982 


Subject  :  Addendum  to  the  Southwest  Planning  Area  MFP 


The  following  name  changes  will  be  made  and  included  as  an  addendum  to 
the  Southwest  Planning  Area  Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP)  for  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BIM)  administered  land  blocks. 


Change  block  names  from: 


To: 


Anvik  River  (above  drainage  divide 
between  Uhalakleet  and  Anvik  River) 


Uhalakleet 


Anvik  River  (below  drainage  divide 
between  Uhalakleet  and  Anvik  River) 


Bonas  ila-Anvik 


lime  Village 

Sleetmute 

0^  Good****  &9f 

No  change  on  MinchunrLna^and  NYAC  blocks 


Upper  Kuskokwim 
Iditarod-George 


The  enclosed  map   from  the  Southwest  Planning  Area  MFP  reflects  the  above 
changes. 


^j^A^A. 


DSC  1541-2 

Mar.  1974 
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Staff  for  the  McGrath  Resource  Area. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The  Southwest  Land  Use  Plan  is  the  result  of  two  years  of  work  by  the 
Anchorage  District  Environmental  Planning  Staff,  the  McGrath  Resource 
Area,  the  Division  of  Resources,  and  the  Division  of  Operations.  It 
contains  the  best  information  that  is  available  for  the  area.  The  deci- 
sions are  based  on  the  philosophy  of  multiple-use  management.  The  plan 
appears  consistent  with  the  plans  of  all  adjacent  land  owners  and  mana- 
gers. 

Subsistence  uses  of  resources  are  discussed  in  the  multiple-resource 
analysis  of  the  recommendations.  Subsistence  is  addressed  under  forestry, 
wildlife,  fisheries,  lands,  and  minerals. 

Wilderness  has  not  been  addressed  due  to  ANILCA  mandates.  Extensive 
wilderness  areas  and  study  areas  were  designated  by  ANILCA  within  the 
National  Park  System  (Sec.  701),  the  National  Wildlife  Refuge  System 
(Sec.   702),  and  the  National   Forest  System  (Sec.   703,  704). 

The  Iditarod  National  Historic  Trail  Management  Plan  is  in  the  final 
stages.  Therefore,  the  Iditarod  Trail  is  not  addressed  directly  in  the 
Southwest  URA/MFP.  Decisions  in  the  MFP  must  be  consistent  with  the 
Iditarod  plan. 

The  life  of  this  plan  is  expected  to  be  no  more  than  ten  years.  At  the 
end  of  five  years,  a  comprehensive  review  should  be  undertaken. 

This  plan  has  illustrated  a  need  for  second-level  planning  efforts  for  the 
Anvik  and  Lime  Village  planning  blocks.  These  should  be  scheduled  for 
detailed  study  within  five  years. 

The  data  in  the  URA,  the  PAA,  and  the  MFP  may  be  used  for  Environmental 
Analysis  of  activities  such  as  oil  and  gas  leasing,  mineral  entry,  and 
settlement  entry. 
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ACEC  j| 

An  "Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern"  (ACEC)  is  an  area  "within  the  | 
public  lands  where  special  management  attention  is  required  (when  such 
areas  are  developed  or  used,  or  where  no.  [emphasis  added]  development  is 
required)  to  protect  and  prevent  irreparable  damage  to  important  historic,  r 
cultural,  or  scenic  values,  fish  and  wildlife  resources  or  other  natural 
systems  or  processes,  or  to  protect  life  and  safety  from  natural  hazards." 
(FLPMA,  Section  103(a)). 

Four  ACEC's  are  recommended  in  the  Southwest  MFP. 

The  drainages  of  the  Unalakleet  River  system  are  important  for  the 
Unalakleet  Wild  River,  the  Kaltag  Portage  of  the  Iditarod  National 
Historic  Trail,  sport  and  subsistence  fisheries,  winter  moose  range,  and 
grizzly/brown  bear  concentrations. 

The  Anvik  River  and  its  drainages  are  important  spawning  habitat  for  the 
largest  population  of  chum  salmon  in  the  Yukon  River  system.  Subsistence 
and  commercial  fishing  are  dependent  upon  this  resource.  The  Anvik  River 
area  also  supports  a  large  population  of  trophy-class  grizzly/brown  bears. 

BLM  is  mandated  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  to  protect  peregrine  falcons 
and  their  habitat.  Therefore,  the  peregrine  falcon  nesting  habitats  are 
recommended  for  ACEC  status. 

The  Kuskokwlm  River  area  is  important  nesting  habitat  for  bald  eagles, 
golden  eagles,  osprey,  and  gyrfalcons.  The  concentration  of  these  impor- 
tant or  endangered  species  is  the  basis  for  ACEC  designation. 


Word  Summary  and  Priority  of  Decisions 


Decision 
Priority 


(2) 
(1) 


LANDS 


1.1  Major  access  corridors 

1.2  Local   ROW 

1.3  Electronic  communication  facilities  sites 

(1)  2.1  Settlement  entry 

(3)  2.2  Cabins  and  shelters  for  hunting,  fishing, 

and  trapping 

(2)  3.1  Cooperative  management  for  mineral-in-lieu 

lands 

4.1  Exchange/transfer  for  Goodnews  with  USF&WS, 

State,  or  Natives 

MINERALS 

(1)  1.1  Open  lands  to  oil  and  gas  leasing  (ANILCA, 

Sec.   1008) 

1.2  Provide  for  local  coal  use 

1.3  Identify  geothermal  resources 

(2)  2.1  Review  areas  closed  to  various  mining  laws 

3.1  Identify  pal  eon  to  logical   resources 

FORESTRY  MANAGEMENT 

(1)  1.1  Provide  for  use  with  priority  to  settlement 

areas 


RANGE  MANAGEMENT 


1.1 

1.2 

WATERSHED 

1.1 
2.1 
3.1 

WILDLIFE 

1.1 
2.1 
3.1 

Allow  local   domestic  livestock  grazing 
Allow  seasonal   grazing  for  reindeer  and 
musk  oxen 


Maintain  water  quality 

Perfect  water  rights 

Protect  floodplains  and  wetlands 


Moose  winter  range 
(2)  2.1  Caribou  winter  range 

(1)  •  3.1  Protect  peregrine  falcon  nesting  areas 


(1)  3,2  Protect  raptor  nesting  areas  (Kuskokwim 

River) 

(3)  4.1  Protect  grizzly/brown  bear  denning  and 

high  use  areas 

5.1  Manage  furbearer  habitat 

5.2  Manage  habitat  for  non-game  species 

(4)  6.1  Inventory  "sensitive"  Walpole  poppy  habitat 

(Goodnews) 

7.1  Protect  riparian  habitat 

FISHERIES 

(2)  1.1  Anvik  River  chum  salmon  habitat 
(1)                                1.2  Tuluksak  River  salmon  habitat 

(3)  1.3  Unalakleet  River  sport,  commerical,  and 

subsistence  fisheries 

RECREATION 

(1)  1.1  River  management  plans  (Anvik,  Unalakleet, 

George  Rivers) 

1.2  Cooperate  in  multi-agency  river  planning 

1.3  Describe  river  recreation  opportunities 

using  a  brochure 
(3)  2.1  Designate  (Minchumina)  and  study  ORV  use 

areas 

(2)  3.1      Iditarod  Trail  -  Kaltag  Portage  and  Big 

River  areas 

CULTURAL  RESOURCES 
(1)  1.1  Protect  cultural   resources 

VISUAL  RESOURCES 

(1)  1.1  Protect  Unalakleet  River  Class  II  "seen" 

areas 

(2)  2.1      Evaluate  activities  using  VRM 


RESOURCE  TRACKING  CHART 

OPPORTUNITY PAA MFP 

LANDS 

Access  corridors  9  >  L-l.l 

Access  ROW  *— ►  L-1.2 

Communication  sites  M  *  L-1.3 

Shelter  cabins  W  >  L-2.3 

Land  entry  -  Headquarter,  Homesite,  T&M  m   >  L-2.1 

Exchange/transfer  -  Goodnews  m   »  L-4.1 

Cooperative  agreement/In  lieu  minerals  m  ^  L-3.1 


FORESTRY 
Inventory  for  management  planning 
Local  use 


MINERALS 
Exploration  and  inventory  j  »  Support 

Open  areas  presently  closed  to  entry 
Oil   and  gas  leasing 
Local   use  of  coal 
Geothermal   leasing 

Inventory  and  protect  paleontological   resources 
Recreational   fossil  collection 
Paleontological   research 


M-2.1 

N-l.l 

M-1.2 

M-U3 

M-3.1 

M-3.1 

M-3.1 

F-l.l 

F-l.l 

OPPORTUNITY 


PAA 


MFP 


Domestic  livestock 
Reindeer 


Common  crops 

Domestic  livestock 

Reindeer 

C  omrne  rci  a 1   fo  res  try 


RANGE 


SOILS 


No  suitable 
soils 


RM-1.1 
RM-1.2 


RM-1.1 

RM-U2 

F-l.l 


WATERSHED 

Inventory 

Maintain  and  improve  stream. channel   stability 

Instream  flow  reservation  for  resource 
development  and  management 

Hydropower,  water  storage,  and  control 
of  flow  structures 


WILDLIFE 


Inventory  in  support  of  projects 

Inventory  peregrine  falcon  habitat 
for  ACEC  consideraion 

Moose  winter  range  management 

Caribou  winter  range  management 

Furbearer  habitat  management 


No  present 
demand 


Support 
Support 

W-2.1 


Support 

WL-3.1 
WL-1.1 
WL-2. 1 
WL-5.1 


OPPORTUNITY PAA MFP 

Bear  habitat  management  S   >  WL-4. 1 

Waterfowl   habitat  management  on  F&W  refuges 

by  fire  control  mm   ^      Not  in  purview 

of  plan 

Peregrine  falcon  nesting  habitat  ACEC  j|   >  WL-3.1 

Threatened  and  endangered  plant  species  M  >  WL-6.1 

FISHERIES 

Unalakleet  species  and  habitat  data  M  »  FH-1.3 

Anvik  species  and  habitat  data  M  >  FH-1.1 

Tuluksak  River  salmon  habitat  j|  »  FH-1.2 

Access  and  cabins  to  improve  harvest  m  »  L-2.3 

RECREATION 

Back-country  trails  3*  >  R-3.1 

ORV  management  Ji  >  R-2.1 

Cabins  *  *  L-2.3 

River  systems  M  >  R-l.l,  1.2 

Interpretive  brochure  -J|  »  R-1.3 

VISUAL  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT  ' 

Prioritize  Lime  Hills  and  Holita  Mountains  jm  ^  Support  to 

for  VRM  evaluations  activity 

Project  related  VRM  plans  »-►  VR-1.1,  2.1 


OPPORTUNITY 


PAA 


MFP 


CULTURAL 

Cultural  resource  inventories 

Protect  and  preserve  cultural  sites 

Eligibility  for  Alaska  Heritage  Resource  Survey 
and  National  Register 

Increase  public  understanding  of  history  and 
cultural  heritage 

Coordinate  management  across  agency  boundaries 
Inventory  traditional  lands  resource/uses 


CR-1.1 
CR-1.1,  R-3.1 

CR-1.1 

Not  in  purview 
of  plan 

Not  in  purview 
of  plan 

Not  in  purview 
of  plan,  support 
to  activities 
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ISSUE  TRACKING  CHART 


Subsistence  Issue 

There  appears  to  be  general  concern  regarding  the  continued  use  of  all 
resources  for  subsistence  purposes  as  opposed  to  recreation  and  commercial 
development  of  resource  for  economic  gain.  The  potential  for  conflict 
lies  wherever  development  or  additional  utilization  1s  possible.  There- 
fore, the  issue  regarding  subsistence  use  of  the  land  and  resource  can  be 
restated  as: 

Where  are  the  areas  for  potential  conflict  between  subsistence  use  of  land 
and  resources  and  commercial  use  and  what  safegurads  will  be  developed  to 
ensure  continued  subsistence  use  of  these  lands  and  resources? 

Lartds  Shelter  cabins  for  hunting,  fish,  and  trapping  1-2.3 

Minerals  Local  use  of  coal  M-1.2 

Forestry  Local   use  for  house  logs,  poles,  and  firewood  F-l.l 

Wildlife  Management  of  moose  winter  range  WL-1.1 

Management  of  caribou  winter  range  WL-2.1 

Furbearer  habitat  management  WL-5.1 

Fisheries  Unalakleet,  Anvik,  Tuluksak  River  management  FH-1.1, 

1.2,  1.3 

Fire  Issue 

The  issues  relating  to  fire  center  around  the  effects  of  fire  on  the 
resources  and  the  suppression  standards  which  will  be  prescribed.  The 
fire  issues  can  be  restated  as: 

How  will  fire  be  managed  to  ensure  that  beneficial  effects  to  the  resour- 
ces are  realized  on  Bureau-administered  lands  and  adjacent  lands? 

Wildlife      Management  of  winter  moose  range  WL-1.1 

Recreation    Management  of  Unalakleet  Wild  River  R-l.l 

Cultural  Protection  of  significant  cultural  resources  CR-1.1 
Resources 

Energy  Development  Issues 

Energy  development  is  an  important  issue  in  this  region.  Emphasis  is 
focused  on  energy  availability  for  local  communities,  impacts  of  energy 
exploration  and  development,  and  transportation  of  energy.  The  energy 
development  issues  can  be  restated  as: 


How  can  energy  sources  be  developed  to  meet  local,  state,  and  national 
needs  while  ensuring  environmental  protection  and  socioeconomic  considera- 
tions? 


Lands 


Minerals 


Major  access  corridors 
Rights-of-way 

Oil  and  gas  leasing 
Local  use  of  coal 
Geothermal   leasing 


Forestry  Local  use  of  firewood 

Mineral  Development  Issues 


L-l.l 
L-1.2 

M-l.l 
M-1.2 
M-1.3 

F-l.l 


The  mineral  development  issues  focus  around  the  effects  of  mineral  devel- 
opment on  water  quality  and  quantity  and  on  the  environmental  impacts  of 
development.     Therefore,  the  issues  can  be  restated  as: 

How  can  the  mineral  resource  be  developed  within  environmentally  accep- 
table limitations? 


Minerals 
Watershed 

Wildlife 


Fisheries 
Habitat 

Recreation 


Visual 
Resources 

Cultural 
Resources 


Oil  and  gas  leasing  M-l.l 

Protect  paleontological  resources  M-3.1 

Maintain  and  improve  stream  channel  stability  W-l.l 

Reserve  water  rights  W-1.2 

Protect  floodplains  and  wetlands  W-2.1 

Management  of  winter  moose  range  WL-1.1 

Management  of  winter  caribou  range  WL-2.1 

Peregrine  falcon  nesting  habitat  ACEC  WL-3.1 
Management  of  bear  denning  and  concentration  areas   WL-4. 1 

Management  of  T&E  plant  habitat  WL-6.1 

Management  for  non-game  species  WL-5.2 

Management  of  riparian  habitat  WL-5.3 


Management  of  fisheries  habitat 


ORV  management  plans 
Recreational  river  management 
Iditarod  Trail 

Project  related  VRM  plans 


Protect  cultural  resources 


FH-1.1,  1.2,  1.3 


R-2.1 

R-l.l,  1.2 

R-3.1 

VR-1.1,  2.1 


CR-1.1 
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Split  Interest 

The   issues    relating   to  lands   with  split  interest  center  around  compatible 
management   by  the   two   parties.     Therefore,    the   issue   can    be   restated  as: 

How   will    land   which    has    split    interest    be   managed    to  ensure   compatible 
programs   to  both  parties  and  the  general   public? 


Lands 


Cooperative  agreement  with  Calista  for 
in-lieu  minerals 


L-3,1 


Grazing  Issues 

The  grazing  issues  center  around  the  potential  conflict  between  domestic 
livestock  and  wildlife  populations.  Therefore,  the  grazing  issue  can  be 
restated  as: 

Will  the  Bureau  allow  domestic  livestock  grazing  and,  if  so,  how  will  the 
Bureau  ensure  the  continuation  of  viable  wildlife  habitat? 


Range  Local,  small-scale  grazing  in  settlement  areas 

Management  Reindeer  and  muskox  grazing 

Recreation  Issues 


RM-1.1 
RM-1.2 


The  recreation  issues  center  around  two  points.  The  first  is  the  question 
of  type,  quantity  and  distribution  of  recreation  use.  The  second  question 
concerns  cultural  resource  interpretation  and  protection.  Therefore,  two 
recreation  issues  can  be  restated  to: 

How  will  the  Bureau  manage  the  type,  quantity,  quality  and  distribution  of 
private  and  commercal   recreation  use? 


Lands 

Minerals 
Wildlife 


Fisheries 
Habitat 


Cabins  for  hunting,  fishing,  and  trapping 
Land  entry  for  Headquarters  and  T&M  sites 

Recreational  fossil  collection 

Management  of  moose  habitat 
Management  of  caribou  habitat 
Management  of  bear  habitat 

Management  of  fisheries  habitat 


L-2.3 
L-2.2 

M-3.1 

WL-1.1 
WL-2.1 
WL-4.1 

WL-1.1,  1.2,  1.3- 


Recreation    Management  of  recreation  rivers 
ORV  management  plans 
Iditarod  Trail 


R-l.l,  1.2,  1.3 
R-2.1 
R-3.1 


n 


What  types  of  cultural  interpretation  and  protection  programs  will  be 
developed  by  the  Bureau? 

Cultural      Cultural  clearance  of  projects  CR-1.1 

Resources 

Lands  and  Land  Exchange  Issues 

The  lands  issues  center  around  private  use  of  public  land  and  possibili- 
ties of  tranfer  to  other  governmental /private  managers.  Therefore,  the 
lands  issues  can  be  restated  as: 

What  lands,  if  any,  should  be  made  available  for  private  acquisition  or 
exchange  with  other  public  agencies? 

Lands        Settlement  entry  in  Minchumina  block  L-2.2 

Agricultural  entry  in  Lime  Village  block  L-2.1 

Exchange  Goodnews  block  with  USF&WS,  State  L-4.1 
Natives 

Access  Issues 

The  access  issues  center  around  the  need  for  and  effects  of  increased 
access.  Therefore,  the  access  issues  can  be  restated  to: 

Where  is  additional  access  needed  to  get  to  public  land  and  what  effect 
will  increased  access  have  on  the  land  and  resources? 

Lands        Major  access  corridors  L-l.l 

Rights-of-way  L-1.2 

Recreation    ORV  management  plans  R-2.1 

Issues  Concerning  Critical  Environmental  Areas 

Special  area  issues  center  around  the  question  of  need  and  eligibility. 
Therefore,  the  issue  can  be  restated  to: 

Special  area  designation  should  be  used  only  when  normal  management  prac- 
tices will  not  provide  adequate  protection  of  the  special  resource  values. 

Wildlife      Protection  of  sensitive  plant  species  WL-6.1 

Peregrine  falcon  nesting  habitat  ACEC  WL-3.1 

Raptor  nesting  areas  ACEC  WL-3.2 

Fisheries     Anvik  River  chum  salmon  habitat  ACEC  FH-1.1 

Habitat      Unalakleet  River  fisheries  habitat  ACEC         ,  FH-1.3 

Wilderness  Issues 

The  wilderness  issues  simply  ask  if  it  is  necessary,  if  so,  how  much,  and 
where.  Therefore,  the  wilderness  issues  can  be  restated  to: 


M 


What  lands  could  be  designated  as  wilderness  areas  and  what  1s  the  ramifi- 
cation to  the  potential  user/developer  of  the  land  and  resources? 

Note:  Wilderness  will  not  be  considered  during  this  planning  effort  due 
to  ANILCA  mandated  limitations. 

Extensive  wilderness  areas  and  study  areas  were  designated  by  ANILCA 
within  the  National  Parks,  National  Wildlife  Refuges,  and  National  Forest 
systems. 
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MANAGEMENT    FRAMEWORK  PLAN 


MANAGEMENT   FRAMEWORK  PLAN 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Lands 


Objective  Number 

L-l 


OBJECTIVE 

To  meet  the  needs  for  surface  transportation  systems  and  for  communications  facili- 
ties to  facilitate  the  development  of  public  and  private  resources  within  the  plan- 
ning area. 

RATIONALE 

A  wide  variety  of  both  renewable  and  non-renewable  resources  are  located  within  the 
planning  area.  The  State  of  Alaska,  a  major  land  owner  in  the  area  is  preparing  an 
extensive  series  of  oil  and  gas  leases  on  its  lands.  The  current  Secretary  of 
Interior  has  also  indicated  his  intention  to  foster  oil  and  gas  development  on  public 
lands.  Various  Native  corporations  within  the  area  are  also  involved  in  oil  and  gas 
leasing  as  well  as  in  the  development  of  renewable  resources  such  as  timber. 

The  development  of  resources  within  the  area  will  require  the  simultaneous  develop- 
ment of  a  network  of  surface  transportation.  Congress,  through  FLPMA  and  the  Mineral 
Leasing  Act  of  1920  provide  authority  for  BLM  to  make  public  lands  available  to  meet 
such  needs. 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  f.WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

L-1.1 

Designate  corridors  across  public  lands  for  future  regional   transportation  and  uti      j 

ty  needs.  I 

Support  Needs  I 

None  identified  j 

Rationale 

BLM   should   analyze   transportation   needs   with  the  objective  of  minimizing  potent 
conflicts.      This    analysis    should    be    based    on    the    "Multimodal    Transportation 
Utility    Corridors    Systems    in    Alaska"    (BLM,    1974)    and    the   Federal/State  Land 
Planning   Commission   Corridor  Planning  Team  Study   (November  1,  1974).     Protection 
the    designated   corridors   would    relate   to   assurance  of  access,    but  would   not  c 
stitute  a  formal  withdrawal. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This    recommendation   enhances   minerals    recommendations   oil    and  gas   leasing   (M-l. 
coal    leasing   (M-l. 2)  and  locatable  mineral   development  (M-2.1)   by  designating  th< 
corridors   across  public  land  that  may  ultimately  provide  access   for  the  developmi 
of  these  resources. 

Crucial    wildlife,-  raptor,    and    fisheries    habitats   should  be  protected  when  plann 
corridors. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


Defer  designation  of  corridors   until    potential    developments  of  resources  are  bet- 
known. 

Support  Needs 

Development  plans  for  individual   resources. 

Reasons 

These  two  transportation  studies  were  based  on  the  known  resources  of  the  ent- 
state,  but  need  to  be  updated. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i  Instructions  on  reverse  I 


Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(L-l.l  Continued) 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 


Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 


Area  Manager 


LbJtL 


Q,J>.  A?.  {&-/ 


Date 


Nofe.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i  /»/> : j iir turns  on  reverse) 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFPj 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

RECOMMENDATION 

L-1.2  Allow  rights-of-way  grants  throughout  the  Planning  Area  to  meet  transportation 
needs. 

Support  Needs 

No    specific    support   needs  can   be   identified  at  this   time.     As   right-of-way  actions 

are    filed,    input    into   environmental   analysis  will    be   required  of  all   specialities. 

Rationale 

Title  V  of  FLPMA,  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920,  and  Title  23  of  the  Federal  Aid 
Highway  Act,  all  contain  authority  for  BLM  to  grant  rights-of-way  of  all  types  across 
public  lands.  BLM  should  use  these  authorities  to  facilitate  the  development  of  both 
public  and  private  resources  within  the  planning  area  to  the  extent  that  such  devel- 
opment does  not  produce  undue  environmental  degradation. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  enhances  minerals  recommendations  oil  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l), 
coal  leasing  (M-1.2),  and  locatable  mineral  development  (M-2.1)  by  providing  for 
access   for  the  development  of  these  resources. 

Crucial  wildlife,  raptor,  and  fisheries  habitats  should  be  protected  when  planning 
right-of-way.  An  Environmental  Analysis  would  address  conflicts  and  recommend  miti- 
gating measures. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Allow    right-of-way    grants    throughout    the    Planning    Area    on    a    case-by-case    basis. 

Support  Needs 

Archeological   and  paleontological   clearances. 

Clearance    of    site-specific   conflicts   with   wildlife,    watershed,    fisheries,    and   VRM 

conflicts.      Inventory    of  soils    vegetation   and    topography   to   determine   capability, 

suitability,  and  needs  for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 

Present    right-of-way   actions    are    site-specific.      EA's  will   address  ROW  actions   and 
will   consider  other  resource  values  or  land  uses. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 

Note.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


<  lit*; rnct lints  <»'/  rct'prfc  t 
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Form   1600-21  (April  1975> 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(L-1.2  Continued) 


Name  <\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


&t~S 


Area  Manager 


&S*£L 


OcJft.     /J    s 


Date 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  < 


>ii  reverse i 
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Form  1600-21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                        Step  3 

RECOMMENDATION 

L-1.3 

Make  public  lands  available  for  the  development  of  electronic  communications  facili- 
ties sites. 

Support  Needs 

The  identification  of  sites  suitable  for  communication  development  by  BLM  communi- 
cations personnel.  Site  specific  input  into  Environmental  Analysis  by  various  spe- 
cialist following  any  applications. 

Rationale 

The  use  of  radio  microwave  and  satellite  communications  systems  in  Alaska  will  pro- 
vide a  continuing  alternative  to  the  more  typical  land  line  systems  found  in  the 
lower  48.  Title  V  of  FLPMA  authorizes  BLM,  in  conjunction  with  the  FCC  to  authorize 
the  use  of  public  lands  for  these  purposes.  A  commitment  to  the  identification  and 
coordinated  use  of  suitable  sites  within  the  planning  area  can  serve  to  both  minimize 
the  impacts  of  development  while  still  providing  for  all  needs. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  supports  the  projected  demand  for  better  communication  capa- 
bilities that  will  result  from  resource  development. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 
No  change 


Support  Needs 

Identification  of  existing  and  potential  (high  elevation  points)  communication  sites. 

Reasons 

Development  of   oil   and  gas  and  other  minerals  and   for  settlement  will    increase  de- 
mands for  communication  and  navigation  sites  and  facilities. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(L-1.3  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Name  IMFP) 


Activity 


Souttme&t 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


Area  Manager 


&£  '*■" 


Date 


^- 


Note;    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


~<  lir>:rucimns  an  reverse! 
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Form  1600-21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

L-2 

OBJECTIVE 

To  meet  the  demand  for  private  entry  on  public  land. 

RATIONALE 

Under  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  in  1976,  the  Homestead,  Homesite, 
Trade  and  Manufacturing  Site,  Headquarters  Site,  and  various  other  entry  laws  remain 
effective  in  Alaska  until  1986,  Under  continuing  public  pressure,  the  Secretary  of 
Interior  has  directed  that  public  lands  in  Alaska  will,  at  least  1n  part,  be  opened 
to  entry  under  these  laws  prior  to  their  expiration  in  1986, 

BLM  should  be  prepared  to  meet  the  public  demand  underlying  this  policy  decision.  In 
addition,  it  should  be  prepared  to  utilize  the  various  use  and  disposal  authorities 
which  exist  in  FLPMA.  This  is  especially  true  since  these  more  controlled  forms  of 
entry  will  continue  to  be  operative  after  the  older  laws  expire  in  1986. 


•lustru.'i:  :K 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  OIF/3; 

Southwest 


Activity 


■Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

L-2.1 

Open    lands    in    the    Southwest    Planning    Area   to   various    types    of  settlement   ent 

Support  Needs 

Determination  of  mineral  claims- and  lands  status  that  precludes  settlement. 
Identify  legal  environmental  restrictions  such  as  wetlands,  threatened  and  endange: 
species,  etc. 

Rationale 

The  Secretary  has  directed  that  a  maximum  of  10,000  acres  in  the  Minchumina  block 
opened  to  homesite,  headquarters  site,  and  trade  and  manufacturing  sites, 
schedule  for  other  openings  is  being  developed. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  may  conflict  with  minerals  recommendation  M-2.1,  which  recommer 
development  of  locatable  minerals.  If  the  land  would  be  determined  mineral  in  chc 
acter,  settlement  would  be  precluded. 

This  recommendation  supports  forestry  recommendation  F-l. 1,  which  provides  for  use 
forestry  products  in  areas  opened  to  settlement. 

This  recommendation  is  supported  by  range  management  recommendation  RM-1.1,  whi 
provides  for  domestic  livestock  grazing  on  a  local  level.  It  is  reasonable  to  asst 
that  the  demand  for  seasonal  livestock  grazing  will  increase  with  settlement  of 
area. 

This  recommendation  may  conflict  with  wildlife  habitat  recommendation  WL-1.1,  pr 
scribed  burning  and  natural  fires.  As  long  as  these  prescribed  burns/natural  fir 
are  kept  away  from  settled  areas,  or  proper  protection  is  provided,  there  should 
no  conflict. 

This  recommendation  may  conflict  with  wildlife  habitat  recommendation  WL-2. 1,  carib 
winter  range  HMP  in  the  Minchumina  block.  Entry  which  brings  in  human  habitation  a 
development  may  conflict  with  the  intent  of  an  HMP  which  is  to  protect  caribou  rang 

Present  residents  have  established  exclusive  use  areas  for  trapping  and  other  r 
source  uses.  New  settlers  may  experience  conflicts  with  these  uses. 

In  areas  of  settlement,  fire  protection  would  probably  need  to  be  adjusted  to  fu 
protection  to  protect  lives  and  property. 


Note.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  on  reverse i 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (,\]FP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  I                       Step  3 

L-2. 1  Continued) 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Consider  for  settlement  entry  public  lands  excluding  those  areas  with  mineral  inter- 
est,  legal   exclusions,  crucial   habitat,  and  environmentally  sensitive  areas. 

The  priority  planning  blocks  for  review  of  settlement  potential   are: 

1.  Minchumina 

2.  Lime  Village 

3.  Goodnews 

4.  Anvik  River 

5.  Sleetmute 

Support  Needs 

Mineral   surveys  and  location  of  existing  mineral   claims 
Cultural   resource  inventories 

Survey  of  caribou  winter  range  to   identify  crucial   areas 

Site-specific  soil,  vegetation,  and  topographic  surveys  to  determine  areas  for  capa- 
bility, suitability,  and  needs   for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 

The  Secretary  has  directed  that  the  Minchumina  block  be  a  first  priority  for  opening 
to  settlement.  Existing  mineral  claims  are  legally  excluded  from  settlement.  The 
caribou  winter  range  should  be  protected  from  potential  disturbance.  An  Environ- 
mental Analysis  may  be  used  to  select  potential  locations  and  recommend  mitigating 
measures. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Exclude  only  the  mineral   interests  and  legal   exclusions  from  settlement. 


DECISION 

Accept  Step  2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 

First  lands  priority. 


Area  Manager  Date 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
tus:riic'lfHS  mi  rctvrvv  ' 
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Form  KS0O-J1  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

lands. 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

L-2.2 

Assure  that  the  existence  and   the  erection  of  temporary  or  permanent  structures 
shelters  to  be  used  in  conjunction  with  hunting,  trapping,  and  fishing  are  consisti 
with  resource  management  principles. 

Support  Needs 

Identification    of    existing    structures    used    for    hunting,    trapping,    and    ffshii 

Rationale 

The   increase   in  demand  for  fish  and  wildlife  resources  on  public  land  will  result 
a    greater  demand    for   shelter   structures    while    pursuing   these    hunting,   fishing  < 
trapping  activities.     Section  1316  of  ANILCA,   and  Section  302  of  FLPMA  contain  pi 
visions    for    the    authorization   of  temporary   shelter  structures   on    public    land    ■ 
these   purposes  on  a  permit  or  lease   basis   for  both  commercial  and  subsistence  use 

Structures  for  commercial  use  can  be  authorized  under  the  law  for  headquarters  site 
This  law  is  presently  in  effect,  in  Alaska  in  1986,  the  Secretary  of  Interior  f 
directed  that  BLM-Alaska  open  lands  under  the  various  settlement  laws. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Both  subsistence  and  commercial  uses  are  met  through  this  recommendation.  Th 
recommendation  complements  the  settlement  entry  recommendation  (L-2.1)  in  that  she 
ters  may  be  needed  for  traplines  or  hunting  and  fishing  sites  that  are  remote  fr 
the  residences  of  settlers. 

The  forest  products  recommendation  (F-l.  1)  could  provide  building  materials  a 
firewood  for  temporary  shelters. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


No  change 


Support  Needs 

Identification  of  all  existing  structures  used  in  conjunction  with  hunting,  trappin 

and  fishing. 

Reasons 

Settlement  entry   is   expected   to    increase  the  demand  for  temporary  shelters  for  tra 
ping,   hunting,  and  fishing. 

Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed  


liis.'rticuonx  on  reverse)  Form  16f>0— 21  (April  1 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(L-2.2  Continued) 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


DECISION 


Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation, 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


Area  Manager 


44^ 


Date         ^^ 


Nofe:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1973) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  <S\FP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

L-3 

OBJECTIVE 

Manage  split- interest  lands  in  cooperation  with  the  surface  or  subsurface  owner  1 
the  conservation  or  orderly  development  of  resources, 

RATIONALE 

Under  ANCSA,  the  Calista  Regional  Corporation  was  not  allowed  subsurface  selectic 
within  the  former  Clarence  Rhodes  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  There  were  inste 
allowed  mineral  lieu  selections  on  other  public  lands.  Joint  management  is  necessa 
for  the  conservation  or  the  orderly  development  of  resources  within  these  land 


■  lKStrud  ■   '•'.':■  ■•'■  " 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  f.MFPl 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1    10-I,10s<2p3 

RECOMMENDATION 

L-3.1 

Develop  and  enter  into  joint  management  agreement  with  the  Calista  Regional  Corpora- 
tion on  mineral  in-lieu  selections  located  in  the  Goodnews,  NYAC,  Anvik  River,  and 
Sleetmute  planning  blocks. 

Support  Needs 
None  identified 

RATIONALE 

The  Calista  Regional  Corporation,  established  by  ANCSA  has  selected  subsurface  rights 


in    the    above    areas    in-lieu    of    similar    rights 
Clarence  Rhodes  National   Wildlife  Refuge.     This 
owns   the   surface   but  not  the   subsurface   rights, 
parties  will    serve   to  minimize 
seek  to  develop  its   interests. 


unavailable    to    them    in    the    former 

has  created  a  situation  in  which  BLM 

A   formal    understanding  between  the 

potential    future  problems  as  the  regional   corporation 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  does  not  conflict  with  any  of  the  other  recommendations. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

No  change 

Support  Needs 

Cultural   resource  clearance  is  required  by  36  CFR  800 

Threatened  plant  clearance  (Goodnews  block) 

Site-specific    soil,    vegetation,   and   topographic   surveys    for  rehabilitation  planning 

ROW  needs  assessment 

Reasons 

Joint  management  agreements  are  needed  in  split  ownership  situations  so  that  each 
agency  understands  all  the  rights  and  responsibilities  of  dual  ownership. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Transfer  surface  ownership  of  the  affected  lands  to  the  Calista  Regional  Corporation. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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29 


Form  lrSOO-21  vApril  19751 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(L-3. 1  Continued) 


Name  (MFP)  II 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-3  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 


OgtrnJ 


UaM^ 


Area  Manager 


&JL 


Date 


t2y  S*d 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Lands 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

L-4 

OBJECTIVE 

To  provide  for  the  continuing  adjustment  of  land  ownership  boundaries  and  jurisdiction 
with  a  goal  of  making  each  agency's  lands  as  manageable  as  possible. 

RATIONALE 

The  distribution  of  land  ownership  and  jurisdiction  has  occurred  on  a  large  scale 
since  the  passage  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act,  ANCSA  and,  most  recently,  the  passage 
of  ANILCA.  In  many  cases  this  has  resulted  in  ownership  boundaries  which  create 
potential,  future  management  problems.  An  avenue  should  be  provided  through  which 
adjustments  can  be  made  to  these  boundaries. 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-  ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  <\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      10-1      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

L-4.1 

Transfer  land  ownership  in  the  Goodnews  block  to  the  USF&WS. 

Support  Needs 
None  identified 

Rationale 

Except  for  a  small  amount  of  village  selected  lands,  this  block  (about  312,000  acr 
is  surrounded  on  three  sides  by  lands  administered  by  the  USF&WS.  This  trans 
could  be  used  to  improve  the  continuity  of  management  of  the  area. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This    recommendation  conflicts  with  minerals   recommendation  M-l.  1,  M-1.2,  and  M-2 
which   recommends   the  lands   be  opened  to  oil   and  gas   leasing,   coal    leasing,  and 
development  of  1 oca table  minerals,  respectively. 

US  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  had  two  opportunities  to  select  this  area. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


Purpose  to   the  USF&WS,   the  State,  or  Native  associations,  an  exchange  or  transfer 
BLM  public  lands  in  the  Goodnews  planning  block. 

Support  Needs 

Transfer  of  casefiles  and  permits  to  the  affected  agency 

Reason 

Due    to    the    remote   location   and   the    fragmented    land    status,    this   area    is   hard 
manage.     An  exchange  may  allow  the  BLM  to   consolidate  management  with  larger  blO' 
of  land. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Retain  those  lands  under  BLM  administration. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form   1600—21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- AN  ALYSIS-OECISION 


(L-4.1  Continued) 


Name  (\\FP> 

Southwest 


Activity 


Lands 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 


Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


&*~L 


Area  Manager 


U*JA 


&£     /3.  &£/ 


Date 


Note-    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  <S\FP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Minerals 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

M-l 

OBJECTIVE 

Provide  opportunities  for  the  development  of  leasable  minerals  on  public  lands  ad- 
ministered by  the  BLM. 

RATIONALE 

Section  1008  of  ANILCA  calls  for  upland  oil  and  gas  leasing  on  public  lands.  The 
State  of  Alaska  has  lease  sales  scheduled  for  several  petroleum  basins  in  the  South- 
west Planning  Area, 

Coal  resources  are  available  in  the  planning  area  and  may  be  developed  to  meet  inter- 
national, national,  or  local  demands. 

Geothermal  resources  are  available  and  may  be  developed  for  local  use  as  an  alterna- 
tive energy  source. 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


RECOMMENDATION 


Name  (WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I      11-1       Step  3 


M-l.l 

Open  all  BLM-administered  public  lands  to  oil  and  gas  leasing  under  Section  1008 
ANILCA.  Those  lands  that  are  peripheral  to  scheduled  State  of  Alaska  lease  sa 
(Norton  Sound,  Holitna,  and  Minchumina  basins)  should  receive  first  priority. 

Rationale 

Section  1008  of  ANILCA  calls  for  an  upland  oil  and  gas  program  on  all  public  lan> 
Leasing  and  development  potential  can  be  maximized  by  working  in  conjunction  w 
scheduled  State  of  Alaska  lease  sales* 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The  Iditarod  Trail  passes  through  the  Minchumina/Tanana  oil  and  gas  basin  in 
vicinity  of  the  Windy  Fork  and  Pitka  Fork  of  the  Kuskokwim  River  (Lime  Vill. 
block).  There  are  several  historic  sites  and  structures  associated  with  the  histo 
trail.  This  portion  of  the  trail  has  been  used  during  winter  for  overland  transpc 
of  heavy  equipment.  This  practice  could  be  continued,  but  actual  construction  tl 
interferes  with  recreation  use  of  the  trail  should  be  avoided.  The  Kaltag  port; 
portion  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  along  the  Unalakleet  River  (Anvik  River  block)  has  i 
been  historically  used  by  motorized  heavy  equipment.  This  should  be  adequate 
protected  by  the  withdrawal  for  the  Wild  River  corridor.  This  recommendation  C( 
flicts  with  L-2.1  and  L-2.2  to  open  lands  within  the  Lime  Village  and  Minchunr 
planning  blocks.  Development  for  oil  and  gas  would  conflict  with  the  chosen  li 
styles  of  bush  residents. 

There  are  conflicts  with  recommendations  WL-1,1  and  WL-2.1  (winter  range  for  mo< 
and  caribou),  WL-3. 1  and  WL-3,2  (peregrine  falcon  and  other  raptor  habitat),  WL-< 
(grizzly/ brown  bear  habitat),  WL-5.1  (furbearer  habitat  in  the  Unalakleet  drainat 
and  WL-6,1  (threatened  plants  in  Goodnews  block).  These  impacts  may  be  mitigai 
through  stipulations  for  seasonal  use  and  no  surface  occupancy  in  crucial  habr 
areas.  Proposed  construction  sites  are  examined  for  threatened  or  endangered  plai 
and  potential  impacts  are  mitigated,  HMP's  should  be  completed  prior  to  leasing 
order  to  formulate  mitigating  measures  for  protection  of  wildlife  values  and  three 
ened  and  endangered  animals  and  plants. 

It  also  conflicts  with  R-1.1  (recreation  river  planning)  by  degradation  of  a  wild* 
ness  experience.  Conflicts  with  VR-1. 1  (VRM  of  seen  areas  of  Unalakleet  Wild  Rv 
Corridor)  may  be  mitigated  by  stipulations  for  no  surface  occupancy. 

Conflicts   with   recommendations    FH-1.1,    FH-1.2,   and  FH-1.3  for  protection  and  mana< 
ment  of  fisheries   habitat  may   be  mitigated  by  stipulations   for  seasonal  closures 
no    surface   occupancy    in   crucial    habitat  areas.      HMP's   should   be  completed    prior 
leasing     in    order    to     formulate    mitigating    measures    to    protect    fisheries    valu< 

Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Minerals 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      11-1       Step  3 

(M-l.l  Continued) 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Open  BLM-administered  lands  to  oil  and  gas  leasing  under  Section  1008  of  ANILCA  with 
the  following  exclusions: 

1.  The  Unalakleet  River  drainage, 

2.  Peregrine  falcon  active  or  historically  active  nesting  areas. 

3.  Anvik  River  drainage. 

4.  Raptor  nesting  areas  along  the  Kuskokwim  River. 

The  portion  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  in  the  Lime  Village  block  should  be  leased  with 
stipulations  to  protect  the  integrity  of  the  historic  trail  and  historic  sites. 
Lease  other  wildlife  habitat  areas,  i.e.,  caribou  winter  range,  grizzly/brown  bear 
denning  and  high  use  areas,  fisheries  habitat,  and  raptor  nesting  areas,  with  season- 
al closures  to  prevent  disturbance  during  crucial  wildlife  use  periods.  HMP's  would 
set  the  periods  for  closures  and  would  formulate  other  mitigating  measures.  No 
surface  occupancy  or  seasonal    closures   are  recommended  to  protect  fisheries  habitat. 

First  lease  priorities  for  tract  selection,  based  on  petroleum  potential  and  State 
lease  sales  should  be: 

1.  Minchumina  block  (Secretarial   decision) 

2.  Lime  Village  block  (Minchumina  and  Holitna   basins) 

3.  Goodnews  block 

4.  Anvik  River  block  (Norton  Sound)  coast 

5.  Sleetmute  block 

Support  Needs 

Recreation    plan    and    VRM    analysis    of    the    wild    portions    of    the    Unalakleet   River. 

Completion    of   the    Iditarod   National    Historic   Trail    Comprehensive   Management   Plan. 

Habitat  Management  Plans  for  crucial  winter  habitat  for  caribou  and  moose  and 
grizzly/brown  bear  denning  and  concentration  areas,  peregrine  falcon  and  raptor 
nesting    areas,    and    fisheries   habitats   in   the  Unalakleet  and  Anvik  River  drainages. 

Survey  of  threatened  plant  habitat  in  the  Goodnews  block.  Determination  of  actual 
"threatened"  status  of  the  Walpole  poppy.  Soils,  vegetation,  and  topographic  surveys 
to  determine  capability,   suitability,  and  needs  for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 

Exclusion  from  leasing  is  required  by  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act.  Crucial  wild- 
life and  fisheries  habitatsare  important  for  the  maintenance  of  the  herds  and  the 
fish  runs  and  to  the  economy  of  the  State'  and  the  Planning  Area  for  commercial, 
sport,   and   subsistence  hunting  and   fishing.     Peregrine  falcons  and  other  raptors  are 

Nofe:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  f.WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(M-l.l  Continued) 

protected    under    various    Federal    laws.      The    Iditarod    Trail    has    been   designatec 
National     Historic    Trail.      The     Kaltag     portage     portion    of    the    trail    along 
Unalakleet    River    has    not    historically    been    used    for    heavy    equipment    transplai 

Alternatives  Considered 

Exclude  only  the  Unalakleet  Wild  River  Corridor  from  leasing.  Lease  the  cruc 
habitats  for  wildlife,  raptors,  and  fisheries,  with  season  restrictions.  HMP's  woi 
identify  the  individual   restrictions  for  each  habitat  type. 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 

First  Minerals  priority 


SLSaML 


Area  Manager 


/Bl  i 


O.    /<tf 


Date 


■^ 


Note      Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


///  - : ruci tuns  mi  reverse* 


42 


Form  1600-21  (April 


r 


M-l.l 


Restricted  -  Winter  ORV  Use  Only 
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Seasonal  Use   (Caribou  Winter  Range) 
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Seasonal  Use  Area 


Closed  to  Leasing 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


RECOMMENDATION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      11-1      Step  3 


M-1.2 

Provide  opportunities  for  leasing  or  permitting  of  coal  reserves  on  all  Bl 

administered  public  lands. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  potential  coal  resource  areas 

Rationale 

Coal    development    for  world   and   national    markets    is   an  emerging  concern  in  Alasi 
This  would  require  a  major  leasing  program. 

On  a  smaller  scale,  coal   is  under  consideration  as  an  alternative  fuel   for  diesel   : 
local  village  heating  and  energy  production.     Under  43  CFR  subpart  3440,  a  license 
mine  may  be   issued   for  non-profit  community  use  for  household  use  (heating  and  coc 
ing)  only.     A  formal   lease  is  required  if  coal   is  used  for  generation  of  electricil 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 


The  PAA  notes  that  major  coal  development  is  not  feasible  within  the  Planning  Area  f, 
the  near  future.  Local  use  of  coal  for  space  heating  or  power  generation  is  the  mc  I 
likely  use. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Provide    opportunities    for    leasing    or    permitting    of    coal    reserves    for  local    us 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  potential  coal  resources 

Soils,  vegetation,   and  topographic   surveys   to  determine  capability,  suitability,  a 

needs  for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 

Use  of  local  coal  resources  could  provide  an  alternative  to  diesel  fuel  for  spa 
heating  and  power  generation. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


I- 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Minerals 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- AN  ALYSIS-OECISI  ON 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

(M-1.2  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


<=£*.. j  6J*J!/*- 


Area  Manager 


Date 


V- 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


'Instructions  on  reverse) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  l.MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      1 1«1      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

M-1.3 

Identify  opportunities  for  leasing  of  geothermal   resources  on  BLM-administered  Ian 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  potential  geothermal   resource  areas. 

Rationale 

There  is  one  known  example  of  local  geothermal  resource  use  in  the  NYAC  plann 
block.  Additional  use  may  be  accommodated  through  a  permitting  or  small  lei 
system.     Large  commercial  use  is  not  anticipated. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 


This  recommendation  would  act  as  support  to  settlement  entry  in  the  Lime  Villi 
planning  block.  Identification  of  geothermal  sources  would  aid  overland  win1 
transportation  in  avoiding  thaw  areas. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

No  change 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  potential  geothermal  resources 

Soils,  vegetation,  and  topographic  surveys  to  determine  capability,  suitability,  < 

needs  for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 

Local    geothermal    resources    might    be    used    for   space   heating   as    an   alternative 
fossil   fuels. 

> 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Note.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needt-d 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(M-1.3  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


£?W     AJcUL. 


Area  Manager 


Date 


•7*- 


Note;     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Snuthwpst 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Minerals 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

M-2 

OBJECTIVE 

Provide  opportunities  for  the  development  of  locatable  minerals  throughout  the  pi 
ning  area. 

RATIONALE 

Development  of  locatable  minerals  could  help  to  meet  the  national  demands  for  p 
cious  and  strategic  minerals. 

Some  areas  of  BLM-administered  lands  are  not  open  under  all  mining  and  leasing  la 
The  Secretary  has  directed  that  BLM  open  400,000  acres  of  public  land  to  all  min 
laws  and  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920. 


in<lruz ;.•.'/.•.•  s  ■>::  rtr 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (VFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Minerals 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  A  TION-  ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1       11-4      Step  3 

RECOMMENDATION 

M-2.1 

Review  those  areas  that  are  presently  closed  to  the  various  mining  laws  and  the 

Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920  for  potential  opening  under  those  laws. 

Support  Needs 

Lands  status  determination 

Mineral  inventory 

Administrative  opening  under  all  mining  laws 

Rationale 

This  area  is  presently  open  to  location  and  placer  mining  only  and  is  closed  to  all 
other  types  of  mining  and  processing  and  to  mineral  leasing.  The  Secretary  of 
Interior  has  proposed  that  400,000  acres  be  administratively  opened  to  all  mining 
laws  and  to  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920.  All  other  planning  blocks  within  the 
Southwest  Planning  Area  are  open. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  is  in  conflict  with  the  winter  range  of  the  McKinley  caribou  herd 
(WL-2.1).  It  is  also  in  conflict  with  the  settlement  entry  (L-2.2)  in  the  Minchumina 
block. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Review  those  areas  that  are  presently  closed  to  the  various  mining  laws  and  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  of  1920  for  potential  opening  under  these  laws.  The  first  pri- 
ority area  for  review  is  the  Minchumina  planning  block. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  the  caribou  winter  grazing  area  to  accurately  determine  the  area  and  the 

use  period. 

Reasons 


The  Secretary  of  Interior  has  directed  BLM  to  open  lands  to  full  operation  of  the 
1872  Mining  Law.  The  McKinley  caribou  herd  is  important  to  local  subsistence  and 
sport  hunting  and  to  the  Denal  i  National   Park  and  Preserve. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Exclude  the, caribou  winter  grazing  area   from  mineral    leasing  to  protect  the  viability 

of  the  herd. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(M-2.1  Continued) 


Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


0e*.    A3.    S9r 


Date 


3^- 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 


Name  i  MFP) 


Southwest 


Activity 


Minpra'h 


Objective  Number 

M-3 


OBJECTIVE 

Identify  significant  paleontological  resources. 

RATIONALE 

Alaska  affords  unique  opportunities  for  paleontological  resource  management.  It  is 
the  only  state  where  frozen  Pleistocene  beasts  may  potentially  be  found.  It  affords 
opportunities   for   research   in   Paeolozoic  and  Mesozoic  floral  and  faunal   assembleges. 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  f.WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Minerals 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      11-3      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

M-3.1 

Develop    a    paleontological     resource   management    program    to    include    protection 

research  of  known  and  newly  discovered  resources  and  to  provide  for  recreational  u 

Support  Needs 

Level   1  inventory  of  known  sites 

Rationale 


There  are  some  known  paleontological 
literature  could  provide  a  base  for 


sites  within  the  area,  A  consolidation  of 
a  general  analysis  of  the  occurrence  of  t 
resource.   Development  of  other  resources  may  lead  to  the  discovery  of  other  si 
which  could  be  analyzed  and  evaluated  using  the  literature  search. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  would. act  primarily  as  support  to  other  activities  and  would 
in  a  reactive  mode.  Discovery  of  paleontological  resources  during  ground  surveys 
construction  should  be  reported  to  the  resource  area  geologist  for  a  determination 
significance. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Identify  known  paleontological  resources  and  others  discovered  through  other  resout 
development  in  order  to  protect  significant  sites. 

Support  Needs 

An  analysis  of  the  Level  I  inventory  (literature  search)  of  known  paleontologi< 

resource  sites  to  determine  of  their  significance  and  to  set  management. 

Reasons 

Except  for  a  few  sites,  these  resources  are  virtually  unknown  for  the  Planning  An 
An  analysis  is  needed  to  predict  the  potential  for  significant  sites.  New  paleonl 
logical  resource  sites  may  be  discovered  during  exploration  or  development  of  ott 
resources. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  ttn  reverse/ 


Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(M-3. 1  Continued) 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Minerals 


Overlav  Reference 


Step  1 


Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


c=sf/  P**&L 


Area  Manager 


Date       ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i Instruction';  on  rcrersel 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975") 


This  page  intentionally  left  blank 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (.MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Forestry  Management 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

F-l 

OBJECTIVE 

Provide  for  sustained  yields  of  forest  resources  for  use  as  firewood,  houselogs, 
poles,  and  other  forest  products. 

RATIONALE 

BLH  has  historically  provided  permit  areas  for  firewood,  houselogs,  and  poles. 
Settlement  of  lands  to  be  opened  to  entry  will  require  more  intense  use  of  these 
products. 


•>fr.v,:.'./-.:.  r,u  -c 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP> 

Southwest 


Activity 

Forestry  Man a 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  t      4-1         Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

F-l.l 

Provide  for  use  of  forestry  products  throughout  the  Planning  Area  with  priority 

areas  opened  for  settlement  entry. 

Rationale 

The  Secretary  has  directed  that  lands  within  the  Minchumina  planning  block  be  ope 
to  settlement  and  to  mineral  entry.  Other  areas  may  be  opened  to  entry  at  a  la 
date.  Timber  will  be  needed  for  space  heating  and  for  construction  of  buildings 
facilities.  The  BLM  has  historically  issued  permits  and  small  sales  for  houselo* 
poles,  and  firewood.  This  system  could  be  continued  on  a  case-by-case  basis  un 
settlement  or  development  starts  to  reach  a  density  requiring  detailed  fores 
planning. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  supports  the  recommendations  for  settlement  entry  (L-2.1,  L-2.2)  and  for  t< 
porary  shelters  (L-2.3). 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

No  change 

Support  Needs 

Inventory   of    forestry   resources    throughout  the  Planning  Area  with  priority  in   pr 

posed  settlement  areas.      Inventory  of  soils,  vegetation,  and  topography  to  determi 

capability,    suitability,    and   needs    for   surface   protection.      Inventory  ofwildli 

habitat. 

Reasons 

Sustained  yields  of  forest  products  are  necessary  to  maintain  subsistence  li1 
styles.  Inventory  data  would  form  the  basis  for  sound  management.  Houselogs,  pole 
and  firewood  are  necessities  for  settlement  in  bush  areas  of  Alaska. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


ltis:ruflittnn  <tn  reverse i  Form  1600—21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(F-l. 1  Continued) 


Name  (\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Forestry  Management 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


44^L 


Date  ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•  Instructions  an  reverse) 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 


This  page  intentionally  left  blank 


62 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (\\FP> 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Range  Management 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

RM-1 

OBJECTIVE 

Provide  range  for  seasonal  grazing  of  domestic  livestock. 

RATIONALE 

The  Bureau's  policy  has  been  to  provide  grazing  leases  for  domestic  livestock  in- 
cluding reindeer  and  musk  oxen  where  feasible.  Where  range  is  available  and  a  need 
exists  for  seasonal   grazing,  this  policy  may  be  maintained. 


h   ^tr:. 


r  «-  •     **?<»! 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  <S\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Range  Manager™ 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

RM-1.1 

Provide  seasonal    grazing   for  domestic  livestock  on  a  local   level  where  public  dem< 

warrants  and  where  compatible  with  other  resources. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  range  for  carrying  capacity. 

Rationale 

The  carrying  capacity  for  livestock  in  this  Planning  Area  is  unknown  and  should 
determined.  The  area  appears  able  to  provide  forage  for  a  limited  number  of  li\ 
stock.  Lands  within  the  following  blocks  have  grazing  potential:  Anvik  Rive 
Sleetmute,  Lime  Village  and  Minchumina.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  declar 
that  lands  in  the  Minchumina  block  be  open  to  settlement,  which  may  create  great 
demand  for  grazing  lands. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

There  is  no  conflict  with  watershed  (erosion  potential)  because  of  the  small  numfc 
of  livestock  to  be  expected  under  homestead  living.  There  would  be  no  conflict  wi 
caribou  because  of  the  dissimilarity  of  foods  eaten.  There  is  compatibility  wi 
settlement  entry. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Allow  seasonal  grazing  for  domestic  livestock  on  a  local  level  where  public  dema 
warrants,  and  where  determined  compatible  with  other  resources. 

Support  Needs 

Site-specific  inventory  for  carrying  capacity  upon  application.  Inventory  of  soil 
vegetation,  and  topography  to  determine  capability,  suitability,  and  needs  for  su 
face  protection. 

Reasons 

This  recommendation  would  insure  that  local  residents  would  be  able  to  provide  fora 
for  their  small   numbers  of  livestock. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i  ins:  met  inns  an  reverse/ 


Form  16DO-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(RM-1.1  Continued) 


Name  (MFPj 

Southwest 


Activity 


Range  Management 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


<$&]  <£J*£^ 


Area  Manager 


Dal 


ate 


=y- 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'  Instruct  tons  on  rct'ersct 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975") 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFPj 

Southwest 


Activity 


Range  Manaqen 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      14-1      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

RM-1.2 

Provide  seasonal  grazing  for  reindeer  or  muskoxen  on  a  local  level  where  put 

demand  warrants  and  where  compatible  with  other  resources. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  range  for  carrying  capacity. 

Determination  of  conflicts  with  caribou  and  predators. 

Rationale 

The  carrying  capacity  of  potential  caribou  or  muskoxen  range  is  unknown.  The  pot 
tial  demand  for  such  grazing  may  increase  at  anytime. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Reindeer  grazing  was  introduced  to  Western  Alaska  about  1900,   Several  herds 
maintained  by  Alaskan  Natives  on  the  Seward  Peninsula  and  there  is  some  interest 
reint.roduction  for  reindeer  into  the  Nulato  Hills.   Interest  in  muskoxen  herds 
also  increasing. 

The  conflicts  between  caribou  and  reindeer  are  numerous— inbreeding,  disease, 
competition  for  forage.  Therefore,  reindeer  grazing  would  conflict  with  managem 
of  caribou  habitat  (WL-2.1),   Predation  by  both  black  and  grizzly/brown  bears, 
wolves  are  also  potential  conflicts.  Although  little  is  known  about  muskoxen 
present,  some  of  the  same  conflicts  may  be  assumed. 

Roving  herds  of  reindeer  and  muskoxen  may  cause  damage  to  range  resources,  waters 
(W-l.l),  and  fisheries  (FH-1.1,  1.2,  1.3).  If  herds  were  established  at  Goodn 
Bay,  there  would  be  a  major  conflict  with  the  Walpole  poppy,  a  proposed  threate 
species. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Allow  seasonal  grazing  for  reindeer  or  muskoxen  on  a  level  to  protect  other 
sources.  Exclude  the  Unalakleet  and  Anvik  Rivers  and  their  significant  tributar 
from  grazing  leases. 


Support  Needs 

Site-specific  inventories  for  carrying  capacities  upon  application  for  graz 

leases.   Inventory  of  soils,  vegetation,  and  topography  to  determine  capabili 

suitability,  and  needs  for  surface  protection.  Determination  of  the  significance 

impacts  of  inbreeding,  disease,  and  competition  for  forage  between  reindeer 

caribou. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i h/SHnclloil.t   on  rct-erse) 


Form   1600—21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  <S\FP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Range  Management 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

(RM-1.2  Continued) 

Reasons 

This  recommendation  allows  for  the  development  of  reindeer  or  muskoxen  harding  as  an 
economic  base  for  Alaskan  Natives.  Exclusions  will  protect  the  Important  fisheries 
resources  in  the  Unalakleet  and  Anvik  River  drainages. 

Alternatives  Considered 

1.  Defer  consideration  of  reindeer  or  muskoxen  grazing  leases  until  further  deter- 
mination of  the  biological  conflicts  with  caribou  and  until  the  Nulato  Hills  range 
capability  studies  are  complete. 

2.  Do  not  allow  grazing  because  of  known  conflicts  between  reindeer  and  caribou  and 
the  potential  for  surface  disturbance  and  increased  erosion  that  may  degrade  wildlife 
and  fisheries  habitats. 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


Vs/A 


Qc*,  te./tt/ 


Date 


Note      Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


i tiistrm'ttniw  <»i  rcrersci 


Form   1600-21  (April  1975V 


This  page  intentionally  left  blank 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Watershed 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

W-l 

OBJECTIVE 

Maintain  water  quality  in  accordance  with  the  Alaska  Water  Quality  Standards  (Title 
18  Chapter  70). 

RATIONALE 

The  State  of  Alaska  has  established  water  quality  criteria  consistent  with  the  re- 
quirements of  Public  Law  92-500  (Amendments  to  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act  of  1972),  This  act  directs  federal  agencies  to  comply  with  state  criteria.  The 
Alaska  Water  Quality  Standards  established  acceptable  levels  of  water  quality  for 
supply,  recreation  and  fish  and  wildlife  purposes.  Degradation  of  water  quality 
would  have  detrimental  effects  on  these  aspects  of  water  use. 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  ATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  (.VFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

W-l.l 

Maintain  the  water  quality  of  watersheds  on  BLM-administered  lands  in  compliance  w 

the  Alaska  Water  Quality  Standards. 

Support  Needs 

Water  qual  ity  inventories  of  water  resources  on  public  lands. 

Water  quality  monitoring  program  for  water  resources  on  public  lands,  particularly 
areas  of  current  development,  (e;g. ,  NYAC  dredging  operation  on  Tuluksak  River  < 
Bear  Creek). 

Rationale 

Considering  the  current  increase  in  emphasis  on  resource  development  in  the  stal 
and  projection  of  future  populations  increases,  it  is  becoming  imperative  that  1 
agency  establish  baseline  data  on  water  resources  on  BLM-administered  lands.  Tt 
should  be  done  to  maintain  current  water  quality  in  compliance  with  the  Alaska  Wat 
Quality  Standards  as  directed  by  P.L.  92-500.  While  BLM  would  approve  developme 
plans  and  require  that  applicants  obtain  the  necessary  permits  from  the  Alaska  E 
partment  of  Conservation  (DEC),  the  DEC  would  be  responsible  for  enforcement,  E 
would  assist  DEC  to  monitor  activities  through  routine  compliance  checks. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  supports  all  other  planned  activities  that  require  or  that  mic 
affect  water  quality. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

No  change 

Support  Needs 

Water  quality  inventories 

Alternatives  Considered 

None,  this  is  mandated  by  P.L.  92-500. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•  liisirnt'tinns  on  reverse) 


Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(W-l.l  Continued) 


Name  <S\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation,     This    is  the  first  Watershed  priority. 


Area  Manager 


Date  ' 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


llnstriictuin.s  <>n  reverse! 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975> 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  ATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  (MFPi 

Southwest 


Activity 


Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1     W-2         Step  3 


OBJECTIVE 

Perfect  legal  water  rights  on  public  lands 
accordance  with  the  State  of  Alaska's  Water 
existing  water  rights  of  the  United  States, 

RATIONALE 


in  support  of  agency  programs,  and 
Use  Act  (Title  46,  Chapter  15).  Protc 


The  State  of  Alaska  has  established  a  Water  Use  Act  for  consumptive  and  nc 
consumptive  uses  of  water,  including  reservation  of  instream  flow  for  fish  and  wil 
life.  Water  rights  reservations  on  public  lands  are  necessary  to  ensure  availabili 
of  the  resource  for  carrying  out  Bureau  programs  and  in  compliance  with  the  Feder 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (P.L.  94-579),  Executive  Order,  and  1 
Solicitor's  Opinion  #M36914  (June  25,  1979). 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needeJ 


'Instructions  oh  reverse' 
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Form   IhOO— 21   (Aon! 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

W-2.1 

Perfect  legal  water  rights  to  the  water  resource  on  public  lands  in  support  of  Bureau 
programs,  and  in  compliance  with  the  Alaska  Water  Use  Act.  Protect  existing  water 
rights  of  the  United  States. 

Support  Needs 

Hydrology  and  water  resource  inventories  of  water  resources  on  public  lands. 

Water    source    inventory   of   water    sources,    uses   and    future   needs   on    public    lands. 

Snow  survey  of  major  watersheds  on  public  lands. 

Flood  hazard   inventory  of  stream  drainages  on  public   lands. 

Rationale 

Considering  the  increase  in  emphasis  on  resource  development  and  projections  of 
future  population  increases  it  is  becoming  imperative  that  the  agency  reserve  suffi- 
cient quantities  of  water  to  provide  for  current  and  future  Bureau  programs  on  public 
lands.      The    agency    has    been    directed    to    do    so    by    previously    cited   authorities. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  supports  all  other  planned  activities  that  require  or  that  might 
affect  water  quantities. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Perfect  legal  water  rights  to  the  water  resource  on  public  lands  in  support  of  Bureau 
programs,  and  in  compliance  with  the  Alaska  Water  Use  Act.  Protect  existing  water 
rights  of  the  United  States.  File  for  water  rghts  to  protect  fisheries  resources  in 
the  Unalakleet,  Anvik,  and  tuluksak  Rivers  and  others  as  they  are  identified. 

Support  Needs 

Water  quantity  surveys,  i.e.,  snow  surveys  and  in-stream  flows 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 

Reason 

BLM  is  required  by  the  Alaska  Water  Use  Act  to  file  for  water  rights  when  needed  for 
resource  management. 

This  is  a  required  support  item  and  therefore,   is  not  prioritized. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 

•Instructions  mi  rcrersci  Form  1600—21   (April  1075) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


WatftrshPri 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(W-2. 1  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


£?£Lj  UcJA. 


Area  Manager 


Dat 


d3L     t\t  £3* 

ate  ' 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


Instruction?;  on  reverse) 
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Form  1600-21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Watershed 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

W-3 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  floodplains  and  wetlands  on  BLM-administered  lands. 

RATIONALE 

Executive  Order  11988  -  Floodplain  Management  and  Executive  Order  11990  -  Protection 
of  Wetlands  mandates  protection  on  the  public  lands. 


tn  sl>  ■•:•.'!  •'  ■'- 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


NameOIFP; 

Southwest 


Activity 


Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

W-3.1 

Identify  floodplains  and  wetlands  in  the  Planning  Area. 

Support  Needs 

USF&WS  wetlands  inventory  for  BLM-administered  lands. 

Onsite  delineation  of  wetlands  and   floodplains   as   needed   prior  to  implementation 

projects  on  BLM-administered  lands. 

Rationale 

BLM  is  mandated  by  Executive  Orders  11988  and  11990  to  protect  floodplains  and  w< 
lands.  These  resources  have  not  been  adequately  identified  in  the  Southwest  Plann 
Area. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The  "wetland"  and  the  "floodplain"  as  addressed  in  the  executive  orders  are  not 
same,  although  in  some  cases  there  is  an  overlap  of  the  biological  and  physi< 
systems.  Floodplain  management  relates  to  all  floodplains  regardless  of  land  own< 
ship  where  federal  actions  are  involved  or  implemented.  The  wetlands  executive  pr< 
applys  only  to  federally-owned  lands.  Non-federal  wetlands  are  protected  by  the  ( 
or  the  Corps  of  Engineers  under  Section  404  permits. 

Inventory  and  protection  of  floodplains  and  wetlands  on  BLM-administered  lands 
oriented  toward  specific  projects  or  activities.  A  regional  inventory  of  wetlands 
in  progress  by  the  USF&WS. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Consider    protection    of    wetlands    when    planning    or    permitting    activities    on    Bl 
administered    lands.      Consider    protection    of    floodplains    regardless    of   ownersr     I. 
wherever  affected  by  BLM  actions. 

Support  Needs 

USF&WS  wetlands   inventory  site-specific  delineation  prior  to  project  implementatic 

Reasons  .  I 

i 

Protection  of  wetlands  and  floodplains  are  mandated  by  executive  orders  and  FLPMA  5 
would  be  considered  in  activity  level  planning  or  in  the  Environmental  Analysis  1 
projects  permitted  by  BLM.  | 


Nofe.     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


■  lilS!rm;iints  on  rciersci 
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Form  1600-21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(W-3.1  Continued) 


Name  f.VFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Watershed 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Area  Manager 


Da 


Wa  I  Q}<  'ft' 

ate  ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•UlfitriwlttiHS  on  rcrersci 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975> 


This  page  intentionally  left  blank 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  l.VFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-1 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  crucial  moose  winter  range. 

RATIONALE 

Most  significant  drainages  in  the  Planning  Area  are  crucial  winter  moose  range. 
Survival  of  calves  is  partly  dependent  on  the  amount  of  forage  available  to  them 
within  these  critical  areas.  The  Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  recommends  in 
their  draft  wildlife  management  plans  that  moose  habitat  be  manipulated  to  increase 
the  carrying  capacity  for  moose  and  that  fire  suppression  be  discouraged  on  potential 
moose  habitat  in  selected  areas. 


Instrii-Tions  <-•»■  -?/  ersr 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Wildlife  Habi 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

WL-1.1 

Prepare  HMP's  to  include  moose  winter  range  for  those  areas  indicated  on  the  plann* 

blocks. 

Support  Needs 

Survey    of    moose    distribution    and    densities    to    determine    crucial    winter   range 

Rationale 

Winter  range  is  crucial  to  maintain  stable  moose  populations. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Oil  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  and  coal  leasing  (M-1.2)  conflicts  with  this  recomme 
dation,  primarily  because  of  disturbance  to  the  habitat.  Settlement  entry  (L-2. 
conflicts  also  by  disturbance  and  utilization  of  some  of  the  winter  range.  The 
impacts  can  be  mitigated  through  stipulations  for  seasonal  use  or  no  surface  occ 
pancy  in  crucial  habitat  areas.  Prescribed  burns  and  natural  fires  would  benef 
moose  winter  range.  Fire  is  a  management  tool  that  should  be  utilized  to  mainta 
quality  moose  habitat. 

This  recommendation  is  compatible  with  fUrbearer  habitat  (WL-5.1)  and  fisheri 
habitat  (FH-1.1,  FH-1.2,  and  FH-1.3). 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


Prepare  HMP's  to  Include  moose  winter  ranges  within  the  planning  blocks.  The  prior 
ty  areas  are:  Anvik  River,  Unalakleet  River,  Fog  River,  Tuluksak  River,  Marshall 
Russian  Mission  areas,  Big  River,  Chiroskey  River,  Swift  River,  Tatlawiksuk  Rive 
Cheeneetnuk  River,  Gagaryah  River,  and  the  Iditarod  River. 

Support  Needs 

Survey  of  moose  distribution  and  densities  to  determine  crucial  winter  range. 

Reasons 

Winter  range  is  crucial  to  maintaining  stable  moose  populations.  The  auality  a 
quantity  of  winter  browse  has  a  direct  relationship  to  the  size  and  health  of  moo 
populations. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Designate  moose  winter  ranges  as  ACEC. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 

'"                               II1,                                                  II                                                                                             ,       ,  1              '             r   ■  i                                i  i          ii          |            — — 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-1.1  Continued) 


Name  (VFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife   Habitat. 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


Date  ^^ 


Note      Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•  Instructions  on  reverse) 
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WL-1.1 


Moose  Winter  Range 
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Winter  Rang. 
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WL-1.1 


Moose  Winter  Range 
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WL-1.1 


Moose  Winter  Range 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  iMFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habi 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-2 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  crucial  caribou  habitat. 

RATIONALE 

Caribou    herds    present    within    the    Southwest   Planning   Area   are:      Beaver,    Sunshi? 
Granite  Mountains,  Mulchatna,   Kilbuck  Mountains,   Farewell,  and  McKinley.     There  < 
two   known  calving  areas  within   the  Planning  Area,    but  no  calving  areas  are  known 
occur  on  BLM  lands.     Caribou  winter  range  is  found  in  the  Sleetmute,  Minchumina,  c 
Lime  Village  planning  blocks. 

A  lack  of  sufficient  good  quality  winter  range  may  cause  a  decrease  in  caribou  pop 
lations  and  may  affect  their  migration  pattern. 


'Instruct ;■''".•>  01!  rc~ 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- AN  ALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  (\IFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I      15.  1       Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 


WL-2.1 

Prepare  an  HMP  to   include  caribou  winter  range  in  the  Sleetmute,  Minchumina,  and  Lime 

Village  planning  blocks. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  caribou  winter  range  on  BLM  lands  to  determine  available  forage,  condition, 
and  trends.  Survey  of  populations  in  winter,  spring,  and  fall  to  determine  migration 
routes,  calving  grounds,  and  winter  use  areas. 

Rationale 

Caribou  winter  range  migration  routes,  and  calving  grounds  are  very  critical  to  the 
survival  of  the  herd, 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

011  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  conflicts  with  this  recommendation  (primarily  by  dis- 
turbance of  the  habitat)  in  the  Lime  Village  and  Minchumina  blocks.  These  impacts 
can  be  mitigated  through  stipulations  for  seasonal  use  or  no  surface  occupancy  in 
crucial  habitat  areas.  Mining  activities  (M-2.1)  and  settlement  entry  (L-2.2)  would 
also  conflict  with  this  recommendation  through  disturbance  and  by  utilization  of  some 
winter  range. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Prepare  an  HMP  to  include  caribou  range  in  the  Sleetmute,  Minchumina,  and  Lime 
Village  planning  blocks  to  determine  what  management  actions  can  be  taken  to  improve, 
maintain,  or  protect  wintering  areas,  migration  routes,  and  calving  areas. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  caribou  winter  range  on  BLM  lands  to  determine  available  forage,  condition, 
and  trends.  Survey  of  populations  in  winter,  spring,  and  fall  to  determine  migration 
routes,  caTving  grounds,  and  winter  use  areas.  Complete  literature  surveys  on  cari- 
bou/reindeer conflicts  and  on  the  effects  of  fire  on  caribou  winter  range. 

Reasons 

Caribou  winter  range  migration  routes,  and  calving  grounds  are  crucial  to  the  welfare 
of  the  herds;  therefore,  the  multiple-use  recommendation  is  the  same  as  for  the  MFP  I 
recommendation. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Designate  caribou  winter  ranges  as  ACEC, 

Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i Instructions  on  reverse)  Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-2.1  Continued) 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Hahil 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple  Use  Recommendation, 


Area  Manager 


&**  A3.  S9, 

Date  ' 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•  Instructions  on  reverse) 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1 


WL-2.1 


FTCT 


HILL 


Caribou  Winter  Range 
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WL-2.1 
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Caribou  Winter  Range 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  <S\FP> 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habi 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-3 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  any  known  endangered  species  on  public  lands, 

RATIONALE 

The  Bald  Eagle  Protection  Act,  Endangered  Species  Act,  BLM  Manual  6840  Threatened 
Endangered  Wildlife,  and  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  mandate  protection  for  eagl 
endangered  species,  and  all  other  raptors,  respectively. 


itiairti 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  t  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 


WL-3.1 

Prepare  an  HMP  to  include  active  and  historically  active  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites 

on  BLM  lands. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  the  active  and  historically  active  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites  and  deter- 
mine yearly  nesting  success  and  population  trends. 

Rationale 

BLM  is  mandated  by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  to  protect  peregrine  falcon  and  their 
habitat  on  its  lands.  Prime  nesting  habitat  is  crucial  to  maintaining  stable  falcon 
populations. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Oil  arid  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  and  mining  (M-2.1)  conflict  with  this  recommendation, 
primarily  because  of  disturbance.  Disturbance  of  nesting  falcons  is  a  major  concern. 
The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  recommends  that  a  restrictive  buffer  zone  of 
one-quarter  mile  be  established  around  active  peregrine  falcon  nests  from  April  15  to 
August  15.  These  buffer  zones  should  be  excluded  from  oil  and  gas  leasing,  mineral 
claims,  and  settlement  entry. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Designate  peregrine  falcon  nesting  sites  as  ACEC. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory    of    active    and    historically    active    nest    sites    determination    of   yearly 

nesting  success  and  population  trends,  assessment  of  critical  habitat  areas. 

Reasons      - 

BLM  is  mandated  by  Endangered  Species  Act  to  protect  peregrine  falcon  habitat.  ACEC 
designation  will   focus  special  management  consideration  for  those  areas. 

Al ternatives  Cons  idered 

Prepare   an  HMP   to   include  active  and  historically  active  peregrine  falcon  nest  sites 

on  BLM  lands. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


hi  S'rilt'S  tuns  'in  rcrersri 
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Form  16(10-21  (April  19751 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-3,1  Continued) 


Name  (MFP) 


Snitthwpgt 


Activity 


Wildlife  Hab4- 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation, 


<$z£j  6J*J>A. 


Area  Manager 


Oj&jZUl 


Date 


V- 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


'Instructions  on  rcfersel 
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Form   1600-21  (April  1 


WL-3.1 
*£   Known  Peregrine 

Falcon  Nesting  Areas 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Wildlife  Habi 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

WL-3.2 

Develop   an   HMP   to    include    raptors    on    the  Kuskokwim  River  and   its   tributaries  w 

special  emphasis  on  golden  eagles,  bald  eagles,  ospreys,  and  gyrfalcons. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory    raptor  nest   sites   and  yearly   nesting    success;    coordinate  with  ADF&6 

USF&WS. 

Rationale 

There  are  heavy  concentrations  of  active  raptor  nest  sites  in  the  Kuskokwim  Ri 
drainage.  Because  of  the  raptors'  state  and  national  significance,  BLM  should  p 
vide  adequate  protection  to  these  sites. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Nesting  areas  of  major  concern  are  those  along  rivers  that  are  used  by  recreate 
ists.  Intrusion  by  recreationists  tends  to  disturb  nesting  raptors.  Improved  aco 
is  always  a  potential  cause  of  harassment  to  nesting  raptors.  Oil  and  gas  leas 
(M-l.l)  would  conflict  with  this  recommendation. 

Golden  eagles,    bald   eagles,   ospreys,   and  gyrfalcons   breed  at  very  low  densities 
this  area. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Designate    the   raptor  concentration   sites    as   ACEC   to   protect    the    integrity   of 
raptor  nesting  habitats  with  special  emphasis  on  bald  eagles,  golden  eagles,  ospre: 
and  gyrfalcons. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  raptor  nesting  sites  and  yearly  nesting  success;  coordination  with  ADf 

and  USF&WS.     Assessment  of  critical   habitat  areas. 

Reasons 

Designation  of  an  ACEC  would  call  attention  to  the  significant  raptor  concentrate 
along  the  Kuskokwim  River  and  enable  adequate  protection  requirements  to  be  placed 
activities  near  the  raptor  sites.  The  Bald  Eagle  Act  mandates  protection  for  be 
eagles  and  golden  eagles.  Other  raptors  are  protected  by  the  Migratory  Bird  Treal 

Alternatives  Considered 

Develop  an  HMP  to  include  raptors  on  the  Kuskokwim  River  and  its  tributaries  w 

special  emphasis  on  golden  eagles,  bald  eagles,  ospreys,  and  gyrfalcons. 

Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


■ln>:rticitnns  <»i  reverse!  porTO  ifioO-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-3.2  Continued) 


Name  (WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


6L4&. 


Date  ^^ 


Nofe:    Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


i  Instruction*  on  reverse! 
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WL-3.2 
"A"  Known  Raptor  Nesting  Areas 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (S\FP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-4 

OBJECTIVE 

Maintain  high  grizzly/brown  bear  productivity. 

RATIONALE 

Grizzly/brown  bears  are  very  abundant  in  the  Anvik  River  and  the  Unalakleet  River 
drainages.  The  State  of  Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  would  like  to  insure 
continued  high  bear  productivity,  while  increasing  the  opportunity  for  sport  hunters 
to  take  trophy  bears. 


Ik;  t*ur.    ■-'■•■■'   '••'•■ 


99 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-  AN  ALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Wildlife  Hab 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      15-4      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

WL-4.1 

Develop  HMP's  to  include  grizzly/brown  bear  in  the  Anvik  and  Unalakleet  River  dr 
ages,  the  denning  area  near  Big  River  in  the  Lime  Village  planning  block,  and  the 
River  tributary  at  NYAC. 

Support  Needs 

Monitor    bear    populations    and    movements    in    fall    and    spring    to   determine   denn 

concentration,  and  heavy  use  areas. 

Rationale 

Grizzly/brown  bear  denning  and  high  usage  sites  are  crucial  to  maintaining  a  I 
degree  of  productivity  and  stable  populations. 

Grizzly/brown  bears  are  an  important  wildlife  species  in  Alaska.  It  is  much  soi 
after  by  resident  and  non-resident  hunters.  Bear  hunting  makes  a  significant  < 
tribution  to  the  state's  economy  by  the  numbers  of  hunters  it  attracts. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The  locations  of  denning  are  virtually  unknown.     Bears  concentrate  at  beach  area: 
spring  and  salmon  spawning  areas  in  summer  and  fall. 

This  recommendation  conflicts  with  oil    and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  and  with  coal  lea: 
(M-1.2),   primarily  by  disturbance  of  bear  or  distruction  of  habitat. 

It    is   compatible  with   fisheries   (FH-1.1).     Bears   are  highly  dependent  on  salmor 
summer  and  early  fall   in  these  drainages,  which  are  high  bear  usage  areas. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Develop  HMP's  to   include  grizzly/brown   bear  in  the  Anvik  and  Unalakleet  River  dr< 
ages,    the    Fog   River   tributary   at  NYAC,   and   the  denning  area   near  Big  River  in 
Lime  Village  block. 

Support  Needs 

Monitor    bear    populations    and    movements    in    fall     and    spring    to   determine   denn- 

concentration,  and  heavy  use  areas. 

Reasons 

Bear  denning   and   heavy  bear  usage  areas   are  critical    to   the  population  stability 
the  species. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


iustrurlMns  <m  rctersci  Form  1600—21  (Apr 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife-Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(WL-4.1  Continued) 

Alternatives  Considered 

Designate  grizzly/brown  bear  denning  and  heavy  usage  areas  as  ACEC. 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation, 


Area  Manager 


ALiL 


tVelt.   /3  /9tr/ 

Date  >^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


ihis.'riirtmns  on  reverse) 
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WL-4.1 


\ 


Br own/ grizzly  B 
High  Use  Areas 
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WL-4.1 

Brown/ grizzl 
Bear  Denning 
Area 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-5 

OBJECTIVE 

Maintain    habitat    diversity    for    furbearers,     non-game,    and    upland    game    wildlife. 

RATIONALE 

Bureau  policy  is  to  maintain  maximum  diversity  of  game  and  non-game  wildlife  species 
in  sufficient  numbers  to  meet  public  demands.  Furbearers  are  Important  to  the  local 
economy  of  the  area  and  diversity  of  habitat  types  should  be  maintained  to  insure 
stable  furbearer  populations. 


iftistruc:  :■'••.' 5  ■»'  rerersc 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-  ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  l.WFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

WnrfH-fo   HuMI 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

WL-5.1 

Prepare  an  HMP  to  include  furbearer  management  in  the  planning  blocks. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  floodplain  habitat,  existing  traplines,  and  trapping  success  to  dete 

mine  furbearer  populations  and  trends.  Coordination  with  ADF&G. 

Rationale 

Floodplain  forests  are  a  key  factor  in  maintaining  a  great  diversity  of  furbearer 
at  maximum  population  numbers.  x 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

During  the  fall,  winter,  and  spring  months,  trapping  occurs  in  most  of  the  planni 
blocks.  Many  different  species  are  trapped  whose  habitat  requirements  vary, 
greater  diversity  of  furbearers  would  benefit  by  new  forest  growth  or  an  uneven-ag 
forest.  Selective  cutting  would  create  an  uneven-aged  forest.  New  forest  grow 
would  also  be  created  by  natural  burns  and  prescribed  burns.  Prescribed  bums  und 
optimum  conditions  would  cause  a  fast  vegetative  recovery.  Because  of  uncontroll 
fire  conditions,  natural  fires  may  burn  too  hot,  thus  causing  a  much  longer  veget 
tive  recovery. 

If  these  three  management  tools  were  used,  they  would  conflict  with  visual  resourc 
(VR-2.1).  Natural  fires  or  prescribed  burning  would  conflict  with  fisheries  (FH-1. 
due  to  increased  erosion  and  by  fire  ash  entering  streams.  All  of  the  above  co 
fl'icts  would  be  short-term  of  a  temporary  nature.  Neither  prescribed  fire  nor  sele 
tive   cutting   of  timber  would  be  allowed  within   the  Unalakleet  Wild  River  Corrido 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Prepare  an  HMP  to  include  furbearer  management  in  the  planning  blocks.  The  floo 
plain  forests  of  the  Unalakleet  River  are  first  priority. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  floodplain  habitat,   existing  traplines,   and  trapping  success   to  dete 

mine  furbearer  populations  and  trends.     Coordination  with  ADF&G. 

Reasons 

Furbearers  are  a  renewable  resource  that  contributes  to  recreation  and  subsisten 
trapping.     They  provide  a  significant  economic  return  to  state  residents. 

Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENO  ATI  ON- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-5. 1  Continued) 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


ILLmM. 


(&L  <i,  && 


Date 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habi 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION  j 

WL-5.2  c 

Prepare  an  HMP  for  non-game  wildlife  species  found  in  the  Planning  Area.  j 

Support  Needs 

Survey  literature  to  determine  the  basic  habitat  requirements   for  non-game  speci<     J 
Initiate  special  studies  on  species  for  which  no  data  is  available.     Initiate  stud     ^ 
to   determine  the  effects  of  fire  on  various   species  and  monitor  non-game  species 
selected  fires.  i 

Rationale 

Non-game  species  are  the  basic  food  source  for  many  carnivores.  Healthy  stat 
populations  of  all  non-game  animals  will  ensure  an  adequate  prey  base  for  carnivo. 
and  raptors  in  the  Planning  Area  and  contribute  to  more  diverse  ecosysten 
Passerine  birds  and  small  mammals  have  aesthetic  values  that  are  utilized  by  mc 
individuals. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

The  protection  of  floodplains,  wetlands,  and  riparian  areas  (WL-7.1),  (W-3.1)  pr 
vides  direct  support  for  this  recommendation  by  maintaining  habitats  known  to  suppo 
a  diversity  of  non-game  species  of  mammals  and  birds.  In  turn,  this  recommendati 
supports  the  recommendation  for  falcons  (WL-3.1),  raptors  (WL-3.2),.  grizzly/bro 
(WL-4. 1),  and  furbearers  (WL-5.1)  as  small  mammals  and  birds  are  prime  food  sourc 
for  these  predators. 

Recreational  river  management  (R-l.l,  R-1.2,  and  R-1.3)  is  enhanced  by  the  aesthet 
value  of  wildlife  viewing  enjoyed  by  recreational  is  ts. 

Non-game  wildlife  species  should  be  considered  during  site-specific  activity  planni 
or  environmental  analysis. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Strong  consideration  should  be  given 
pared  in  the  Southwest  Planning  Area. 


to  non-game  wildlife  species   in  all  HMP's  pr 


Support  Needs 

Survey  literature   to  determine  the   basic   habitat   requirements   for  non-game   specie 
Initiate  special   studies  on  species  for  which  no  data  is  available.     Initiate  studi 
to  determine  the  effects   of  fire  on  various   species  and  monitor  non-game  species 
selected  fires. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


his:rnctitnis  <m  refers?! 


108 


Form   IrtOO— 21  (April  1 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  fMPPl 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(WL-5.2  Continued) 

Reasons 

Non-game  species  are  the  basic  food  items  for  carnivores  and  contribute  to  ecosystem 
diversity.  Birds  and  small  ammmals  have  aesthetic  values  that  are  enjoyed  by  many 
individuals, 

DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 


&£->uujL 


Area  Manager 


77^j.   ^o./0r/ 

Date  ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form  1600-21  (April  197S) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habit 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-6 

I 

I 
I 


OBJECTIVE  {■ 

Protect  the  threatened  and  endangered  plants  within  the  Planning  Area.  •,* 

RATIONALE 

Although  there  no  longer  is  an  official  federal  endangered  or  threatened  species  li      J] 
(the  three-year  statutory  period  for  action  on  that  list  expired  in  November,  1979      U 
Instruction  Memorandum  No.  AK  80-203  states   that   in   the  interim,    such  plants  are 
be  treated  as   "sensitive."    The  Bureau  Manual    (6840.04)   states   that  the  Director        n 
BLM  is   responsible  for  the  protection  of  sensitive,   threatened  and  endangered  pi  a      { 
and  animal  species,  in  compliance  with  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  the  Sikes  Act,  a 
related    departmental    guidance.      The   manual    also    states    that    State   Directors    a      r 
responsible  for  developing  and   implementing   programs   for  the  conservation  of  sens 
tive  and  officially  listed  plants  and  animals,  and   for  ensuring  BLM  compliance  wi       * 
the  Endangered  Species  Act. 

i 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP> 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      4-1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

WL-6.1 

Designate  the  area  as  an  ACEC  at  Goodnews  Bay  where  the  Walpole  poppy  is  found. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  the  Goodnews  Bay  block  to  determine  specific  habitat  and  population  size. 

Rationale 

Designating  this  area  as  an  ACEC  with  management  stipulations  aimed  at  protecting  the 
species  will  help  ensure  the  well-being  of  this  plant.  According  to  David  F. 
Murray's  "Threatened  and  Endangered  Plants  of  Alaska  (April,  1980),"  the  Walpole 
poppy  is  found  in  coarse  well-drained  soils.  Murray  states  "Given  the  distribution 
pattern  that  is  emerging  from  recent  collections,  it  is  possible  that  this  species 
will  soon  be  considered  sufficiently  widespread  that  the  present  proposal  for  threat- 
ened species  will   be  unnecessary." 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 


This  recommendation  would  conflict  with  oil  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  by  disturbance. 
The  threatened  status  of  this  plant  needs  to  be  verified. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Inventory  proposed  construction  projects  to  determine  if  the  Walpole  poppy  occurs. 
Where  the  plant  occurs,  provide  adequate  mitigating  measures.  Withhold  ACEC  desig- 
nation until   threatened  status  is  confirmed. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  the  Goodnews   Bay  block  to   determine  specific  habitat  and   population  size. 

Reasons 

Although  this  plant  is  presently  considered  "sensitive"  (IM  No.  AK  80-203,  9/30/81), 
the  actual  threatened  status  and  presence  of  the  plant  needs  to  be  confirmed. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Prepare  an  HMP  for  the  area  at  Goodnews  Bay  where  the  Walpole  poppy  is  found. 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(WL-6. 1  Continued 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Wildlife  Habii 


Overlay  Reference 

Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


C>^J  6JeJ&- 


Area  Manager 


Date " 


Nofe.    Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


'instructions  on  reverse! 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1 
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WL-6.1 
Walpole  Poppy 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (HFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habi 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

WL-7 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  riparian  habitat  from  destruction  or  undue  disturbance. 

RATIONALE 

Riparian  areas  provide  habitats   for  a  diverse  variety  of  fishes,  mammals,  and  birc 


i  Instruct  lews  ot   r<?:  ?'.:? 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (HFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Wildlife  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

RECOMMENDATION 

WL-7. 1 

Protect  riparian  habitat  in  any  project  planned,  initiated,  or  authorized  by  BLM. 

Support  Needs 

Survey  of  riparian  habitats 

Rationale 

Riparian  areas   are   important  habitats   for  a  diverse  variety  of  fishes,  mammals,  and 
birds. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 


This  recommendation  provides  support  to  any  potential  surface  disturbing  activity, 
i.e.,  rights-of-way,  oil  and  gas,  minerals,  habitat  manipulation,  etc.,  by  encoura- 
ging formulation  of  mitigating  measures  to  enhance  construction  techniques  and  to 
protect  riparian  habitat. 

The  watershed  recommendations  for  water  quality  (W-l.l),  water  rights  (W-2.1),  flood- 
plains  (W-3.1),  and  wetlands  (W-3.2),  all  provide  direct  support  to  the  protection  of 
riparian  habitats. 

This  recommendation  provides  direct  support  to  the  fisheries  and  wildlife  recommen- 
dations. 

Riparian  habitat  and  the  variety  of  fishes  and  wildlife  it  supports  is  important  to 
the  subsistance  use  of  fish,  game,  and  non-game  wildlife,  and  furbearers. 

Riparian  habitats  would  be  addressed  at  activity  level  planning  or  within  an  Environ- 
mental Analysis,  or  Environmental  Statement. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


Consider  the  protection  of  riparian  habitat  in  any  project  planned,  initiated,  or 
authorized  by  BLM  on  public  lands. 

Support  Needs 

Surveys  of  soils,  vegetation,  and  topography  to  determine  capability,  suitability, 
and  mitigating  measures  in  order  to  design  projects  and  to  protect  riparian  habitat. 
Analysis  of  riparian  habitat  use  by  fish,  wildlife,  and  man. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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(WL7-1  Continued) 
Rationale 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


ActivityWi1dlife  Habi 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


Riparian  habitats  support  a  variety  of  fishes,  game  and  non-game  animals  important 
the  use  or  enjoyment  of  man. 

Manual   requirements  for  riparian  habitat  are  addressed  in  BLM  Manual  6610. 


L&L 


~]!tMAAj/ 


Area  Manager 


Date 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  it  needed 
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Form  1600—21  vApril 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Fisheries  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

FH-1 

OBJECTIVE 

Maintain  aquatic  habitat  which  supports  population  of  fish  in  the  planning  area. 

RATIONALE 

Streams  in  the  planning  area  provide  excellent  habitat  for  fish.  Most  of  these  fish, 
such  as  salmon,  char,  arctic  grayling,  burbot,  pike,  and  sheefish,  are  important 
subsistence,  commercial,  and  sport  species.  In  order  to  ensure  an  adequate  popu- 
lation of  fish  to  meet  these  activities,  their  habitats  must  be  protected. 


iln.siructi.in 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Fisheries  Har 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

FH-1.1 

Designate  the  Anvik  River  drainage  as  an  ACEC  for  chum  salmon  habitat. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  habitat  and  population.     Determination  of  life  history  and  habitat  needs 

chum  salmon. 

Rationale 

The  Anvik  River  drainage  is  the  single  largest  chum  salmon  producing  stream  (in 
cated  by  escapement  counts)  on  the  Yukon  River  drainage.  These  salmon  are  sig 
ficant  to  commercial  and  subsistence  fisheries  on  the  Yukon  River.  Therefore, 
drainage  deserves  special  attention  to  assure  continuation  of  the  salmon  ru 

Because  of  the  trend  toward  commercial  fishing  in  the  Yukon  River  drainage  and 
emphasis  placed  on  subsistence  fishing,  it  is  crucial  that  this  valuable  chum  sail 
habitat  be  protected  whether  or  not  conflicts  are  foreseen. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Oil  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  conflicts  with  this  recommendation  because  of  disti 
bance.   these  impacts  can  be  mitigated  through  stipulations  for  seasonal  use  or 
surface  occupancy  in  crucial  habitat  areas.  Stringent  mitigating  measures,  prope 
constructed  and  maintained,  can  mitigate  placer  mining  impacts.  This  recommendat 
is  compatible  with  grizzly/brown  bear  management  (WL-4. 1).  Bear  populations  in 
Anvik  River  drainage  are  highly  dependent  on  stable  salmon  populations  of  this  dra 
age.   Degradation  of  salmon  spawning  beds  would  have  a  severe  adverse  impact  u| 
bear  populations  in  this  drainage.  This  recommendation  is  also  compatible  with  wa-. 
quality  standards  (W-l.l)  and  developing  river  management  plans  (R-l.l). 

The  primary  management  objective  of  an  ACEC  is  protection.  An  ACEC  is  to  be  used 
a  management  tool  and  so  designated  when  special  management  attention  is  required 
protect  important  natural  redaurces  from  irreparable  damage  or  harm.  Upon  desigr 
tion  of  an  ACEC,  there  should  be  a  priority  commitment  to  implement  those  spec- 
management  requirements  necessary  to  protect  the  resource  and/or  values  for  which  1 
area  was  designated. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Designate  the  Anvik  River  drainage  as  an  ACEC  for  chum  salmon  habitat  and  prepc 
a  habitat  management  plan  to  include  the  chum  salmon  habitat. 


Note.     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Fisheries  Habitat 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

(FH-1.1  Continued) 

Support  Meeds 

Inventory   habitat   and    population.      Determine  the   life  history  and   habitat  needs   of 

chum  salmon. 

Reasons 

The  Anvik  River  drainage  is  very  significant  regarding  fishery  and  wildlife  values. 
It  is  the  single  largest  chum  salmon  producing  stream  on  the  Yukon  River  drainage  and 
is  significant  to  commercial  and  subsistence  fisheries.  The  subject  drainage  also 
has  great  importance  as  a  key  grizzly/brown  bear  concentration  areas  in  the  state* 
ACEC  designation  will  give  special  management  consideration  to  the  area. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Prepare  an  HMP  for  the  Anvik  River  drainage. 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


{*J*j£>  2tn/.  10   /ff, 


Area  Manager  Date 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


•  hisfruciimis  on  reversei  Form  1600-21  (April  107^1 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  <\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Fisheries  Hab 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

FH-1.2 

Develop  an  HMP  for  salmon  within  the  Tuluksak  River  drainage  at  NYAC. 

Support  Needs 

Baseline   studies    to   determine  the  best  and  most  cost  effective  methods   to   incree 

rearing  and  spawning  habitat  need  to  be  completed. 

Rationale 

A    potential    to   significantly   increase   Chinook   and   coho   salmon  exists  at  NYAC. 
increase    in    these   species   would    benefit  both  subsistence  and  commercial    fisherme 
The   NYAC   area    is   an   area  of  extensive  placer  mining.     An  HMP   is   needed   to  addre 
mitigating  measures  to  protect,  maintain,  or  enhance  the  fisheries  resource. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Oil    and  gas   leasing   (M-l.l),   geothermal   leasing  (M-1.3),  and  coal   leasing  (M-1.2) 
well    as    placer  mining  may  conflict   with   the   fisheries   resource.     Extensive  pi ac 
mining    occurs    in    the  NYAC  area.     Conflicts  would   be  mitigated   by  imposing   season 
restrictions,  withdrawals,  or  other  measures. 

The  Tuluksak  River  drainage  makes  a  significant  contribution  to  the  subsistence  a 
commercial  salmon  fisheries.  This  recommendation  is  compatible  with  all  other  use 
Increasing  Chinook  and  coho  salmon  within  the  Tuluksak  River  drainage  at  NYAC  wou 
benefit  both  subsistence  and  commercial   fishermen. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Develop  an  HMP  for  the  salmon  fishery  with  the  Tuluksak  River  drainage  at  NYAC,  wi 
consideration  of  mitigating  measures   to  allow  placer  mining  and  oil  and  gas  develoi 
ment. 


ii 


Support  Needs 

Baseline  studies  to  determine  the  most  efficient  and  cost  effective  methods  to 

crease  rearing  and  spawning  habitat. 

Reasons 

Because  of  the  Tuluksak  River  drainage's  great  potential  for  Chinook  and  coho  salmor 
an  HMP  should  be  developed.  The  long-term  economic  return  to  both  subsistence  ar 
commercial  fishermen  is  considered  to  be  highly  significant.  An  HMP  is  needed  1 
address  mitigating  measures  to  protect,  maintain  or  enhance  the  fisheries  resource? 
while  allowing  oil   and  gas  and  other  mineral  development. 


Note.     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


{iis.'ructnnia  on  reverse  i 


122 


Form  1600-21  (April  I 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(FH-1.2  Continued) 


Alternatives  Considered 

Designate  the  Tuluksak  River  drainage  as  an  ACEC. 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Fisheries  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


^£~j  6JjM 


Area  Manager 


Date 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  ATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  <MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Fisheries  Hab 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  I  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

FH-1.3 

Develop  an  aquatic  HMP  for  the  Unalakleet  River  drainage. 

Support  Needs 

Baseline  data  (fish,  habitat,  water  quality  and  quantity)  in  the  Unalakleet  Ri< 

drainage. 

Rationale 

The  Unalakleet  River  was  designated  as  a  Wild  River  in  the  ANILCA.  One  major  rea; 
for  the  designation  was  the  excellent  fisheries.  In  keeping  with  the  theme  for  1 
selection,  an  HMP  should  be  developed  to  protect  the  habitat  that  supports  the  ffs 
eries. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The  Unalakleet  River  drainage  makes  a  significant  contribution  to  the  subsistence  a 
commercial  salmon  fisheries.  Actions  of  a  fisheries  HMP  would  conflict  with  oil  a 
gas  leasing  (M-l.l)  and  operations  (river  crossings  by  equipment  and  pipelines)  a 
coal  leasing  (M-1.2).  Conflicts  can  be  mitigated  by  imposing  seasonal  restriction 
withdrawals  and  mitigating  measures.  Compatible  uses  are  moose  management  (WL-1. 
and  grizzly/brown  bear  management  (W.-4.1). 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 


Designate  the  Unalakleet  River  drainage  as  an  ACEC  to  provide  special  manageme 
consideration  for  the  fisheries  resource. 

Support  Needs 

Baseline  data  (fisheries,  habitat,  water  quality  and  quantity)  in  the  Unalakle 

River  drainage. 


An  HMP  is  needed  to  address  mitigating  measures  to  protect,  maintain,  or  enhance  t 
fisheries  resources. 

Reasons 

Because  of  the  Unalakleet  River  drainage's  excellent  fisheries.  This  importai 
subsistence,  sport,  and  commercial  fisheries  resource  deserves  special  manageme! 
consideration. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Develop  an  aquatic  HMP  for  the  Unalakleet  River  drainage. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,   if  needed 


'litsiritct nuts  on  rcversoi  Form  HiOO— 21  (April   1 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


(FH-1.3  Continued) 


Name  (.VFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Fisheries  Habitat 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager 


Date 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i  in  struct  tons  on  reverse  I 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975} 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFPi 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Recreation 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

R-l 

OBJECTIVE 

Identify  a  water  trail   system  for  recreation  use  on  BLM-adnrinistered  lands. 

RATIONALE 

Water  trails  such  as  river/lake  systems  attract  considerable  attention  in  Alaska. 
Recreational  use  of  rivers  within  the  planning  area  is  increasing.  Three  rivers  in 
Southwest  Alaska  are  almost  totally  within  BLM-administered  lands*  Several  others 
are  partially  within  BLM-administered  lands. 


lK$lT 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- AN  ALYSIS-OECISION 


Name  OIF  P) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Rprrpatinn 


Overlay  Reference 
Stepl      T7.?       Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

R-1.1 

Develop  river  management  plans  for  those  rivers  where  BLM  has  major  management 

sponsibility.   Priority  rivers  would  be  the  Anvik,  Unalakleet,  and  George  Rive 

Rationale 

BLM  is  required  by  ANILCA,  which  designated  the  Unalakleet  River  as  an  addition 
the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  System,  to  develop  a  river  management  plan.  The  tri 
taries  of  the  Unalakleet  should  be  considered  in  this  plan.  The  Anvik  and  Geo: 
Rivers  have  high  potential  for  river  recreation  use.   Use  is  increasing.  Th< 
rivers  are  almost  entirely  within  BLM-administered  lands. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 


The  wildlife  recommendations  for  management  of  moose  winter  range  (WL-1.1)  « 
grizzly/brown  bear  habitat  (WL-4.1)  and  the  fisheries  recommendations  (FH-1.2,  1, 
are  mostly  compatible  with  recreational  use  of  rivers  as  fishing,  hunting,  and  wi' 
life  observations  are  recreational  experiences.  Rivers  provide  natural  barriers  ■ 
control  of  wildfire  and  of  prescribed  burns  used  in  habitat  management.  Fire  sc< 
within  the  wild  river  corridor  may  cause  a  temporary  visual  impact  to  a  recreatior 
experience. 

Transportation  or  utility  corridors  (L-l.l)  could  conflict  with  the  Unalakleet  W- 
River  Corridor. 

The  recommendation  to  permit  only  limited  visual  change  in  wild  river  corridc 
(VR-1.1)  would  enhance  management  of  the  Unalakleet  river.  Oil  and  gas  leasi 
(M-l.l)  would  conflict  with  this  status.  Impacts  could  be  mitigated  by  limiti 
seismic  exploration  to  winter  operations  or  to  helicopter  supported  operatior 
Surface  occupancy  is  excluded  by  law  within  the  Wild  River  corridor. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 


Develop  river  management  plans  for  the  Anvik,  Unalakleet,  and  George  Rivers.  1 
Unalakleet  is  a  Wild  River  and  is  excluded  from  oil  and  gas  leasing  and  other  t> 
entries. 

Support  Needs 

1.  Fire  management  planning 

2.  Wildlife  and  fisheries  management 

3.  Cultural  resources  management 


Note.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 

•In  struct  inns  on  reverse)  Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      17,2       Step  3 


(R-l.l  Continued) 

Reasons 

The  Unalakleet  was  designated  as  a  Wild  River  in  the  ANILCA.  The  Anvik  and  George 
Rivers  are  within  BLM-administered  lands  for  most  of  their  total  length. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Develop  a  river  management  plan  for  the  Unalakleet  Wild  River  and  the  Anvik  River, 

Exclude  the  George  River  from  planning, 

DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation.     This  is  the  first  priority  for  recrea- 
tion management. 


Area  Manager 


A^M. 


rtsX*.    Z*.  /9S-J 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


•  instructions  on  reverse i 


Form  1600-21  (April  19751 
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R-l.l 

River  Management  Plans 
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R-l.l 


River  Management  Plans 


I 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


RECOMMENDATION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1      17.2      Step  3 


R-1.2 

When   other   agencies    initiate   recreational    river  management   planning   where   BLM   } 

partial   responsibility,  BLM  should  participate  in  this  planning. 

Rationale 

The  Stony,  Swift,  Andreafsky,  East  Fork  of  the  Andreafsky,  Nowitna,  and  Innoko  Riv« 
fall  mostly  within  jurisdiction  of  other  federal  and  state  agencies.  However,  pa* 
of  these  systems  are  within  BLM-administered  lands.  When  these  agencies  initic 
river  management  plans,  BLM  should  participate  in  order  to  mitigate  impacts. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This    recommendation    does    not    conflict    with    the    other    resource    recommendatior 

A    brochure    describing    recreational     river    opportunities     (R-1.3)    could    provide 
starting  point  for  cooperative  river  management. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

When   other   agencies    initiate   recreational    river  management   planning   where   BLM   h    [ 
partial   responsibility,  BLM  should  participate  in  this  planning. 

Support  Needs  ,  [ 

1.  Fire  management  planning 

2.  Wildlife  and  fisheries  management 

3.  Cultural   resources  management  [ 

Reasons 

The  Stony,   Swift,  Andreafsky,  East  Fork  of  the  Andreafsky,  Nowitna,  and  Innoko  Rive    [ 
fall   mostly  within  jurisdiction  of  other  federal  and  state  agencies.     However,  par 
of   these   systems   are   within   BLM-administered    lands.     When   these   agencies    initia    , 

river  management  plans,  BLM  should  participate  in  order  to  mitigate  impacts. 

i 

Alternatives  Considered 

BLM  should  take  the  lead  in  cooperative  river  management  planning. 


Nofe.     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  mi  rcrersei 


Form  1600-21  (April  I 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(R-1.2  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple  Resource  Recommendation.  This  is  the  third  priority  for 
recreation  management. 


c>£Lj  6J*£L 


Area  Manager 


Date  ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


ilttslnictitms  <>h  reverse) 


Form  1600-21  (April  19751 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (\\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step1      17.2      Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

R-1.3 

Develop  a  brochure  describing  opportunities  for  water  recreation  in  Southwest  Alask 
Priority  rivers  should  be  Unalakleet,  Anvik,  and  George  where  BLM  has  major  manag 
ment  responsibility. 

A  regional  brochure  in  cooperation  with  other  management  agencies  could  describe  t 
overall  opportunities. 

Rationale 

Brochures  could  provide  a  public  service  function  by  informing  the  public  about  riv 
character,   access,  wildlife,   scenic,  geologic,   and  historic  values,  and  hazards, 
regional    brochure  could  provide  a  management  function  by  informing  the  public  of  t 
variety  of  river  opportunities  and  affecting  a  spread  rather  than  a  concentration 
use. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  complements  the  other  recreation  recommendations  by  providing 
means  to  encourage  a  wider  use  of  several  rivers  rather  than  concentrated  use  of  on 
or  a  few,  rivers.     It  does  not  conflict  with  other  resource  recommendations. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Develop  a  brochure  describing  opportunities  for  water  recreation  in  Southwest  Alask 
Priority  rivers  should  be  Unalakleet,  Anvik,  and  George  where  BLM  has  major  manag 
ment  responsibility. 

A  regional  brochure  in  cooperation  with  other  management  agencies  could  describe  t 
overall  opportunites. 

Support  Needs 

Baseline  analysis  of  physical   characters,   access,   and  of  present  use  of  the  river 

Alternatives  Considered 

Wait  for  other  agencies  to  initiate  a  brochure. 


Note:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


<  hts.'ritcitons  mi  reverse  i 


Form  1600-21  (April  I 


134 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Nam*  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(R-1.3  Continued) 


DECISION 

Accept   the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation,     This    is   the    fourth  priority  for  rec- 
reation management. 


Area  Manager 


Date 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  <>n  reverse) 
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Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Recreation 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

R-2 

OBJECTIVE 

Determine  areas  suitable  for  ORV  use  within  the  Southwest  Planning  Area. 

RATIONALE 

By  mandate  of  the  ORV  Regulations  (43  CFR  Part  8340,  Circular  No,  2445,  June  15,  19 
BLM  will  complete  (depending  on  the  availability  of  funds  and  manpower)  ORV  desi 
nations  for  all  areas  of  BLM-administered  lands  by  1987* 

Existing  summer  or  winter  trails  provide  the  major  overland  access  within  the  Pla 
ning  Area.  Exploration  for  oil  and  gas  and  other  minerals  and  mineral  and  settleme 
entry  mandated  by  ANILCA  and  the  Secretary  could  increase  ORV  use.  The  demand  f 
summer  use  could  potentially  affect  other  resources  such  as  soils,  water  quality  a 
fisheries. 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION-  AN  ALYSIS-OECISI  ON 


Name  (MFPi 

Southwest 


Activity 

Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 


R-2.1 

Study  the  following  areas  for  designation  as  open,  restricted,  or  closed  for  OR V  use: 
(a)  Unalakleet  River  drainage,  (b)  Anvik  River  drainage,  (c)  Tuluksak  River  drainage, 
and  the  Minchumina  planning  block  settlement  entry  areas. 

Support  Needs 

Archeological    clearance   of  designated    summer  ORV    trails.      Soil    survey   to    identify 

areas  suitable,  sensitive,  or  unsuitable  to  ORV  use. 

Rationale 

The  Unalakleet  River  has  been  designated  as  a  Wild  River  by  ANILCA  and  is  paralled  by 
the  Kaltag  portage  trail.  ANILCA  (Sec.  1110)  allows  for  the  use  of  snowmach i nes , 
motorboats,  airplanes,  and  non-motorized  surface  transportation  methods  for  tradi- 
tional activities  and  for  travel   to  and  from  villages  and  homesites. 

The  Secretary  has  directed  that  lands  within  the  Minchumina  planning  block  be  opened 
to  entry  for  settlement  and  minerals.  These  activities  could  increase  both  summer 
and  winter  use.     Other  lands  may  be  opened  for  entry  at  a  later  date. 

The  Tuluksak  River  drainage  is  in  an  areas  of  placer  mining  activity.  The  Anvik 
River  drainage  is  a  high  value  area  for  chum  salmon  and  grizzly/brown  bear.  Overland 
transportation  may  soon  be  required  for  oil  and  gas  exploration  and  development. 
Upland  oil   and  gas  leasing  is  mandated  by  Section  1008  of  ANILCA. 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  supports  the  wildlife  and  fisheries  recommendations  in  that  ORV 
designations  would  mitigate  impacts  to  these  resources. 

These  areas  are  chosen  as  first  priorities  due  to  the  resource  values  and  activities 
described  in  the  rationale.  Oil  and  gas  lease  areas  should  also  be  considered. 
Areas  in  the  Minchumina  block  that  are  sensitive  to  surface  disturbance  are  identi- 
fied with  the  VRM  section  of  URA-3. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Designate  the  areas  shown  on  the  map  of  the  Minchumina  block  as  restricted  to  winter 
ORV  use  only.  Study  the  drainage  basins  of  the  Unalakleet,  Anvik,  and  Tuluksak 
Rivers  for  future  ORV  designations. 

Support  Needs 

Inventory  of  soils  and  vegetation,  and  topography  to  determine  capability,  suita- 
bility, and  needs  for  surface  protection.  Cultural  resource  clearance  of  designated 
summer  trails 

Note-    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


1 1 ns: rue/ inns  on  ret'prsel  _    iCr.«     , ,    , 

Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  OIF  P; 

Southwest 


Activity 

Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


R-2.1  (Continued) 

Reasons 

Winter  use  of  ORV's  for  settlement,  exploration,  mining  or  construction  will  mitigc 
surface  disturbance.     ORV  designations  result  from  studies  that  consider  impacts 
other  resources. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Close  sensitive  areas  to  summer  ORV  use  to  prevent  surface  damage. 

DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 

Area  Manager  Date  * 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


Ins;  met  ions  on  reverse)  Form  1600-21  (April 
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R  -  2.1 


Restricted  -  Winter  ORV  Use  Only 
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ORV  Plans 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Namer.MFP; 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Recreation 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

R-3 

I 

! 


OBJECTIVE 

Maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Iditarod  National  Historic  Trail  and  associated  histc 
ic  and  cultural  sites  in  compliance  with  the  National  Trails  System  Act  and  t 
Iditarod  National  Historic  Trail  Comprehensive  Management  Plan, 

RATIONALE 

The  Iditarod  National  Historic  Trail  was  designated  by  amendment  to  the  Natior 
Trails  Act  on  November  10,  1978.  This  trail  is  to  be  administered  by  the  Secreta   r 
of  the  Interior,  The  Anchorage  District  Office  has  submitted  an  interagency  manag   [ 
ment  plan  to  Congress  for  approval. 

r 

i 


[j 

i.  - 


it/.-itructit'tus  OH 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFPJ 

Southwest 


Activity 

Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 


R-3.1 

Protect    the    federally  managed    portion   of  the    Iditarod   National    Historic  Trail    and 

associated    historic    sites    from   damage   or  disturbance   due   to   other   resource   uses. 

Rationale 

Section  7(c)  of  the  National  Trails  System  Act  (October  2,  1968)  requires  that  other 
uses  of  a  National  Trail  do  "not  substantially  interfere  with  the  nature  and  purposes 
of  the  trail"  and  "to  the  extent  practible,  efforts  shall  be  made  to  avoid  activities 
incompatible  with  the  purposes  for  which  such  trails  were  established." 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The  Kaltag  Portage  portion  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  along  the  Unalakleet  River  is  virtu- 
ally undisturbed.  It  was  used  as  an  overland  route  to  the  Yukon  River  during  the 
gold  rush,  mostly  by  freighter  dog  sleds.  It  has  not  been  used  for  winter  transport 
of  heavy  equipment.  This  part  of  the  trail  is  within  d(2)  wild  and  scenic  with- 
drawal. Actual  corridor  to  be  determined  although  most  of  Iditarod  will  be  in  it. 
The  Unalakleet  River  area  also  includes  important  winter  habitat  for  moose  (WL-1.1), 
a  high-use  area  for  grizzly/brown  bear  (WL-4. 1),  and  supports  an  important  subsis- 
tence and  sport  fishery  resource  (FH-1.3). 

There  are  several  important  historical  and  cultural  sites  along  the  Kaltag  Portage  of 
the  Iditarod  Trail. 

There  are  no   known  mineral   resources  near  the  Kaltag  Portage. 

In  the  Lime  Village  block,  the  Iditarod  Trail  traverses  an  area  near  the  Pitka  Fork 
and  the  Windy  Fork  of  the  Kuskokwim.  The  trail  branches  in  this  area.  Several 
historical  sites  are  identified  in  this  area.  This  part  of  the  trail  has  been  used 
by  local  miners  for  winter  transport  of  heavy  equipment.  Geothermal  springs  cause 
local  thaw  areas  which  must  be  avoided.  Movement  of  heavy  equipment  should  be 
allowed    only  when   there    is   adequate   snow  cover   to   prevent   surface   disturbance. 

This  part  of  the  trail  is  in  caribou  winter  range  (WL-2.1)  and  crosses  the  high 
potential  Minchumina  Petroleum  Basin  (M-l. 1). 

Settlement  entry  (L-2.1)  within  the  rights-of-way  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  would  not  be 
in  keeping  with  the  purpose  of  the  historic  trail  designation.  Some  historic  sites 
might  be  suitable  for  renovation  and  adaptive  use  as  trapping  cabins  under  caretaker 
agreements.  Permanent  occupancy  of  historic  sites  should  be  discouraged  to  protect 
the  historical   integrity. 


Nofe:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


ihis:rnrlu>n.s  an  reverse)  Form  1600-21   (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 

Recreation 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


(R-3.1  Continued) 


Multiple-Use-Recommendations 

Designate  the  Kaltag  Portage  of  the  Iditarod  National  Historic  Trail  an  ACEC 
exclude  it  from  conflicting  resource  activities.  Allow  use  of  the  Lime  Vill 
planning  block  section  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  for  non-surface  disturbing  winter  tra 
port  of  heavy  equipment.  Lease  the  Lime  Village  block  for  oil  and  gas  with  stipu 
tions  for  no  surface  occupancy  to  protect  the  integrity  of  the  trail  and  the  assoc 
ted    historic    sites.      Withhold    settlement    entry    within    the    trail    rights-of-w. 

Rationale 

The  Kaltag  Portage  has  been  historically  used  by  dog  sleds  and  snowmachines.  It 
important  for  the  Unalakleet  Wild  River,  moose  winter  range,  high-use  by  grizzl. 
brown  bear,  and  subsistence  and  sport  fishing.  The  part  of  the  Iditarod  Trail  in 
northern  Lime  Village  block  has  been  traditionally  used  for  winter  travel  includ* 
transport  of  mining  equipment.  The  integrity  of  the  trail  and  the  historic  sites  < 
be  protected  through  stipulations  in  oil  and  gas  leases  for  no  surface  occupam 
Site-specific  stipulations  may  be  formulated  when  the  Notice  of  Intent  to  drill 
processed. 

Support  Needs 

Completion    of  Volume   II,    Iditarod   National    Historic  Trail    Comprehensive  Managerm 

Plan  -  "Historic  Inventory  of  the  Iditarod  National   Historic  Trail." 

Mapping  and   signing  of  the  trail.     Formal  notation  to  MTP  or  Public  Land  Law  Recoi 

or  withdrawal. 

Alternatives  Considered 

Designate   all    portions   of  the   Iditarod  National   Historic  Trail   on  BLM-administer 

lands  as  ACEC  and  withdraw  those  portions  from  any  conflicting  use. 

DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


Area  Manager  Date  ' 


Note.     Attach  additional  sheets,  it'  needed 


l».s!nir.'inus  <»i  reverse)  Form   1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Cultural  Resources 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

OBJECTIVE 

Protect  and  preserve  cultural   sites  from  damage  or  destruction. 

RATIONALE 

The  study  of  Alaskan  history  requires  that  the  integrity  of  cultural  and  historical 
sites  be  maintained.  The  loss  of  sites  due  to  damage  or  destruction  caused  by  other 
land  uses  as  well  as  natural  causes  could  leave  significant  gaps  in  the  study  of 
Alaskan  history.  Current  federal  law  requires  protection  of  antiquities.  BLM 
policy  also  requires  that  the  Bureau  manage  the  cultural  resource  in  a  manner  which 
will  preserve  and  protect  the  resource. 


'Instructions  ''••'•  rei'ems? 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


I 

Name  (MFP)  I 

Southwest       I 


Activity 

Cultural   Resc* 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

CR-1.1 

Assure  that  potential  surface  disturbing  projects  planned  by  or  authorized  by  BLM  i 

examined  in  order  to  protect  significant  cultural  resources,  | 

Support  Needs 

None  identified  1 

Rationale 

Sites  or  properties  that  are  important  for  their  research  potential  or  that  exempli 
certain  elements  of  Alaska's   rich  cultural  heritage  are  initially  recognized  thro 
recordation  in  the  Alaska  Heritage  Resource  Survey,  a  state-wide  register  of  cultug 
properties   that  is  maintained  by  the  Alaska  Division  of  Parks,  Office  of  History   | 
Archeology. 

Those  that  are  of  exceptional  significance  or  quality  are  nominated  to  the  Natiol 
Register  of  Historic  Places.  Under  Executive  Order  11593  and  the  National  Histo  * 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended,  the  Bureau  is  charged  with  the  responsibil 
to  ensure  that  any  actions  undertaken  or  permitted  by  the  Bureau  take  into  conside  l 
tion  the  effects  of  those  actions  on  any  sites  on  or  eligible  for  the  National  Reg  I 
ter  of  Historic  Places.  The  means  by  which  consideration  is  given  these  sites 
provided  in  procedures  outlined  in  36  CFR  800.  - 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

The    URA    lists    the    following    areas    and    their    potential    for    significant    cultu  i 
resources: 

Goodnews  planning  block  -  southern  Eskimo  and  early  mining  history.  | 

NYAC  planning  block  -  prehistoric  and  historic  Native  use,  early  mining, 

Anvik    River    planning    block    -    early    trade    routes    along    the    Anvik   and   Unalakl* 
Rivers,    Russian    Alaska    history,    the    WAMCATS   telegraph    line   along   the  Unalakle< 

Sleetmute  planning  block  -  prehistoric  sites  in  the  uplands  between  the  Kuskokwim  ; 
Yukon  Rivers,  sites  related  to  the  Russian-American  period. 

Lime  Village   planning   block  -  possible   prehistoric  and   historic  Athapaskan   sites 
the  foothills,  possible  Russian-American  sites. 


Minchumina    planning    block  -    possible    prehistoric   sites,   historic   access   route  cc 
necting  the  Kuskokwim  and  Tanana  drainages. 

Cultural   clearances  could  be  performed  either  by  a  BLM  archeologist  or  contracted, 
Ntfee  /ftegfftAS^aaiiae^rPif^S&iyanal  archeologists  who  are  recognized  by  BLM. 

'Instructions  on  reverse!  Form  1600-21  (April 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFD 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Cultural  Resources 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

(CR-1. 1  Continued) 

This  recommendation  acts  as  support  to  any  proposed  activities.  The  Minchumina  block 
should  receive  high  priority  because  of  the  Secretarial  directives  for  settlement  and 
mineral,  and  oil  and  gas  entry.  The  Unalakleet  Wild  River  should  also  receive  high 
priority.  The  schedule  for  future  settlement  entry  and  oil  and  gas  leasing  should  be 
used  to  choose  other  priorities. 

MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Assure  that  potential  surface  disturbing  projects  planned  by  or  authorized  by  BLM  are 
examined  in  order  to  protect  significant  cultural  resources.  Cultural  clearances 
could  be  performed  either  by  a  BLM-archeologist  or  contracted,  by  the  permittee,  to 
professional  archeologists  who  are  recognized  by  BLM. 

Support  Needs 

Schedules  for  future  settlement  entries  and  for  oil  and  gas  lease  areas. 

Reasons 

Due  to  a  lack  of  cultural /historical  data  within  the  Planning  Area,  cultural  resource 
management  planning  will   primarily  react  to  other  resource  activities. 

Alternatives  Considered  ' 
None 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFR-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 


<>£jtQ*££^ 


Area  Manager 


&tX-    A3,  /9f/ 

Dart!  T 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i  lii.<;riir/mns  on  reverse l 


Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  'WFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Visual  Resources 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

OBJECTIVE 

Allow  only  very  limited  visual  change  in  areas  designated  "Wild"  portions  of  Wild  and 
Scenic  rivers, 

RATIONALE 

These  areas  are  designated  VRM  Class  I  which  provides  for  primarily  natural  eco- 
logical changes;  however,  it  does  not  preclude  very  limited  management  activities. 
Any  contrast  created  within  the  characteristic  environment  must  not  attract  atten- 
tion. Most  forms  of  development  should  be  discouraged  from  these  areas.  This  objec- 
tive is  consistent  with  the  collective  intent  of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act. 


■  (<■:;:., 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


Name  OIFP; 

Southwest 


Activity 


Visual   Resour 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


RECOMMENDATION 

VR-1.1 

Define  the  seen  areas  of  the  Unalakleet  River  corridor  and  manage  Wild  sections 
these  as  VRM  Class  I.  This  recommendation  should  be  accomplished  in  conjunction  w 
the  development  of  recreation  management  plans. 

Support  Needs 

River  Management  Plan 

Rationale 

These  rivers  provide  unique  wildland  experiences  which  need  management  attentii 
Seen  areas  provide  a  logical  management  unit  for  preserving  those  experienci 

MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

This  recommendation  provides  support  for  transportation,  utility  corridors  (L-U! 
rights-of-way  (L-1.2),  and  oil  and  gas  leasing  (Ml.l)  in  that  a  VRM  analysis  woi 
set  mitigating  measures  for  potential  impacts.  Oil  and  gas  leasing  (M-l.  1)  could 
allowed  with  a  "no  surface  occupancy"  stipulation  for  the  seen  area. 

Habitat  Management  Plans  for  fisheries  (FH-1.3)  and  grizzly/brown  bears  (WL-4.1)  c 
compatible  with  VRM.  Prescribed  burning  or  selective  timber  cuts  (WL-5. 1)  for  mc 
agement  of  furbearer  habitat  might  impact  the  seen  areas,  but  may  be  mitigal 
through  managing  the  choice  of  site,  rehabilitation  stipulations,  and  intensity 
fire. 

This  recommendation  also  provides  support  for  river  management  planning  (R-l. 
through  site  analysis  and  design  of  access  points  and  facilities. 

VRM  Class  II  will  assure  that  changes  in  any  of  the  basic  elements  caused  by  a  me 
agement  activity  should  not  be  evident  in  the  characteristic  landscape.  A  contra 
may  be  seen,  but  should  not  attract  attention. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Define  the  seen  areas  of  the  Unalakleet  River  and  manage  those  sections  outside  t 
Wild  River  corridor  as  VRM  Class  II.  Management  will  particularly  address  potenti 
tributary  crossings  for  transportation,  rights-of-way,  and  utilities  outside  the  Wi 
River  corridor  withdrawal. 

Support  Needs 

Recreation  management  plan 

Inventories  of  soils,  vegetation,  and  topography  to  determine  capability,  suit 

bility,  and  needs  for  surface  protection. 

Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


i lits'riicliiHiS  on  reverse) 
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Form  1600—21  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFD 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Visual  Resources 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMEND  AT  ION -ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay  Reference 
Step  1                       Step  3 

(VR-1.1  Continued) 

Reasons 

The  Unalakleet  River  was   designated   by  ANILCA  as  a  Wild  River.     This  national   signi- 
ficance sets  a  management  priority  within  the  corridor  withdrawal. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 

DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation. 

This  is  the  first  priority  for  VRM. 


o^L  6J*J1L 


Area  Manager 


£>J&.    13/9*-/ 

Date  ^^ 


Note:    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


'Instructions  on  rcfcrae I 


Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 


153 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Activity 

Visual  Resour 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN  -  STEP  1 

ACTIVITY  OBJECTIVES 

Objective  Number 

VR-2 

OBJECTIVE  { 

Maintain  the  visual  quality  of  the  planning  area, 

RATIONALE 

The  planning  area  is  virtually  undisturbed  by  human  activities.  Any  major  dev<  | 
opment  would  be  highly  visible  from  aircraft.  Development  should  be  designed  I 
minimum    impact    to   visual    resources   and    to    reduce   unnecessary   surface   disturban< 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


RECOMMENDATION 


Name  (S\FP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Visual  Resources 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


VR-2. 1 

Evaluate  all  proposed  management  activities  by  using  the  visual  resource 
contrast  rating  system.  In  so  doing,  areas  that  have  not  been  classified 
resources  can  be  evaluated.  Allow  only  management  activities  that  are 
with  the  character  of  the  natural  landscape. 

Support  Needs 
None 


management 
for  visual 
compatible 


Rationale 

The  techniques  as  outlined  in  BLM  Manual  8430  gives  a  good  indication  of  the  severity 
of  the  impact  of  proposed  actions  and  points  out  where  changes  should  be  made  in  a 
proposed  land  management  action  to  meet  the  VRM  objectives  for  the  area. 


MULTIPLE-USE  ANALYSIS 

Any  resource  recommendation  that  would 
introduce  cultural  modifications  should 
trast  rating  system.  Usually  a  proposal 
Where  a  reduction  cannot  be  achieved, 
visual  impact  is  justifiable  in  relation 


disturb  the  natural  vegetative  pattern  or 
be  evaluated  using  the  visual  resource  con- 
can  be  modified  to  reduce  the  visual  impact. 
the  manager  will  have  to  determine  if  the 
to  the  proposed  project. 


MULTIPLE-USE  RECOMMENDATION 

Evaluate  all  proposed  management  activities  by  using  the  visual  resource  management 
contrast  rating  system  and  encourage  those  projects  that  are  compatible  or  designed 
to  be  compatible  with  the  character  of  the  natural  landscape. 


Support  Needs 

Inventories  of  soils,  vetetation,  and  topography 

bility,  and  needs  for  surface  protection. 

Reasons 


to  determine  capability,  suita- 


This  recommendation  will  assure  that  the  visual  impact  of  proposed  activities  is 
considered  and  that  mitigating  measures  are  designed  to  reduce  impacts  before  a 
project  is  initiated. 

Alternatives  Considered 
None 


Nofe.    Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


*  Ins  .'ructions  tin  rcvfTSPl 


Form  1600-21  (April  1975) 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT  FRAMEWORK  PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION- ANALYSIS-DECISION 


VR-2.1  (Continued) 


Name  (MFP) 

Southwest 


Activity 


Visual  Resour 


Overlay  Reference 
Step  1  Step  3 


DECISION 

Accept  the  MFP-2  Multiple-Use  Recommendation 


Area  Manager 


Date 


■■*■ 


■Vote:     Attach  additional  sheets,  if  needed 


instructions  on  reverse) 
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Form  I6DO-21  (April 


PUBLIC   INPUT  SUMMARY 


MFP-2  PUBLIC  INPUT  SUMMARY 

The  summary  of  proposed  Southwest  MFP  was  sent  to  about  200  agencies  and 
individuals.  Ten  formal  responses  were  received.  Some  informal  comments 
were  received  by  phone  and  meetings  with  individuals. 

Because  the  Secretary  announced  his  decision  to  open  lands  for  settlement 
prior  to  completion  of  the  MFP  and  the  EA,  the  recommendation  for  settle- 
ment entry  was  the  most  controversial.  Native  and  environmental  groups 
felt  that  the  Secretary's  decision  was  illegal.  We  feel  that  we  comply 
with  the  laws  and  regulations  by  completing  the  MFP  and  EA  prior  to  publi- 
cation of  the  Public  Land  Order  opening  specific  lands  to  settlement. 

The  second  major  concern  was  compliance  with  Section  803,  ANILCA.  Subsis- 
tence was  addressed  under  five  separate  resources,  i.e.,  lands,  minerals, 
forestry,  wildlife,  and  fisheries. 

We  received  support  and  recommendations  from  State  and  Federal  agencies 
and  Native  groups  for  the  remainder  of  the  multiple  resource  recommen- 
dations. Unfortunately,  due  to  the  attention  focused  on  the  settlement 
issue,  these  recommendations  did  not  receive  the  public  input  they  de- 
served. 

Public  meetings  were  held  in  McGrath  (August  21,  1981)  and  Lake  Minchumina 
(July  27,  1981).  There  were  three  people  at  McGrath  and  28  people  at  the 
Lake  Minchumina  meeting.  The  main  topics  of  discussion  were  settlement, 
oil  and  gas,  and  other  minerals.  Public  input  addressed  the  need  for 
adequate  resources  (food,  fuel,  and  shelter)  to  support  settlement  and 
stressed  the  protection  of  subsistence  use  and  existing  traplines.  They 
indicated  that  access  to  the  Minchumina  planning  block  is  poor  and  that 
additional  access,  other  than  improvement  and  winter  maintenance  of  the 
Lake  Minchumina  airstrip,  is  not  desired. 

Group  and  individual  meetings  were  held  with  State  agencies  and  with 
Native  groups.  The  State  agencies  were  quite  helpful  and  provided  input 
into  the  various  resource  recommendations.  The  Native  groups  were  gener- 
ally supportive  of  the  recommendations,  but  adamant  that  we  comply  with 
the  subsistence  requirements  of  ANILCA  (Sec.  803).  We  were  offered  assis- 
tance in  obtaining  data  from  the  villages,  but  due  to  a  change  in  person- 
nel in  that  Native  group,  it  was  not  provided.  The  State  Historic  Preser- 
vation Officer  "applauded"  our  protection  of  cultural  resources  and  the 
Native  groups  also  stressed  their  importance. 

The  recommendations  for  protection  of  endangered  species  (raptors  and 

plants)  and  for  fisheries  and  wildlife  management  received  wide  support 

from  State  and  Federal  agencies,  Native  groups,  environmental  groups,  and 
individuals. 
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PUBLIC    COMMENT 


*_*^-f    ^r 


United  States  Department  or  the  Interior 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Alaska  Area  Office 
540  West  Fifth  Avenue,  Room   202 

Anchorage,  Alaska    99501  -^ 

L3215CARO^-     •  14  AUG  1981  i        & 


IN   REPLY  JLEPER  TO. 

,rji  ■     -;  <•        :  Anchorage,  Alaska    99501 


'LAi 


Mr.  Curtis  McVee  '    .-'? 

State  Director  "£. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

701  C  Street 

P.O.  Box  13 

Anchorage,  Alaska  99513 

Dear  Mr.  McVee: 

Recently  we  received  a  telephone  request  from  Mr.  Bob  Ward,  Chief  of 
banning,  ?or  the  Anchorage  Di stri ct  to  comment  on  the  propo sed  BLM 
actios  to  make  public  lands  open  to  certain  entries  in  the  Lake 
Minchumina  vicinity. 

The  Suoerintendent  at  Denali  National  Park  and  Preserve  has  identified 
Ihe  following  concerns  with  respect  to  the  proposed  actions  in  the 
vicinity  of  Lake  Minchumina: 

i     The  450,000  acre  mineral  development  area  and  the  10,000  acre 
homesite  land  will  have  effect  not  only  on  the  areas  themselves, 
out  on  the  neighboring  portions  of  Denali  Natnona    Park and 
Preserve      New  regulations  published  on  June  17,  1981  at  36  LrK 
plrt 13 Subpart B  allow  residents  of  the  Lake  Minchumina  area 

2  Lit  nue  traditional  subsistence  uses  such  as  trapping,  fishing 

and  hunting  within  park  boundaries.     A  large  influx  of  new  res i- 

dents  in  this  subsistence  community  could  force  more  subsistence 

IZZZ  ule  into  park  areas,  with  the  effect  of  increasing  pressure  on 
-**^- —  wildlife  populations. 


.V/-V-N  - 


-1  The  current  proposed  Denali  National  Park  and  Preserve  fire 
-    manaoe^nt  policy  could  receive  pressure  to  restnct  natural  fire 
urSces^es  to protect  additional  personal  property,  and  suppression 
?SS!!eLSd  Hkelv  increase.     This  would  make  natural  fire     _ 


—  efforts  would  likely  increase.     This  would  make  natural   "re 
~    regimes  now  cooperatively  developed  by  State,  Native,  and  Federal 

—  agencies  more  costly. 


•a  Large  numbers  of  new  residents  in  the  area  could  increase  P°"««°n 
-  inlcenic  vistas  of  Mount  Mckinley;  increase  the  probability  of 
illpaal  activities:  and  increase  pressure  for  development  and 
access  in the  northwest  section  of  the  Park.  This  would  require 
a  response  Sy  ?he  Park  Service  to  place  pennanent  personnel  in 


the  area. 
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4  Already,  it  is  possible  that  new  residents  may  move  to  the  Lake 
Minchumina  area  because  of  the  recent  State  lands  sales  there. 
Accordingly,  we  believe  Denali  National  Park  and  Preserve  will 
benefit  if  lands  for  homes ites  etc.  are  located  as  far  away  from  the 
park  and  preserve  as  possible  so  as  to  dilute  or  lessen  pressures 
at  least  for  the  time  being. 

5  With  respect  to  a  similar  land  opening  possibility  in  the  lower  Stony 
River  area  in  the  near  future,  it  appears  that  the  Lake  Clark  National 
Park  and  Preserve  might  be  subject  to  the  same  pressures,  uses  or 
concerns  identified  for  Denali,  though  perhaps  to  a  lesser  extent. 
Residents  of  Lime  Village  and  vicinity  may  presently  pursue  subsistence 
activities  in  the  park  and  preserve. 

6  We  envision  that  the  Stony  River  over  time  will  get  increasing  rec- 
reational boating  use  emanating  from  the  park/preserve.  Suitable 
public  campsites  should  be  assured  along  the  river  for  river  travelers. 

We  will  try  to  keep  you  informed  of  any  further  concerns  we  may  become 
aware  of. 

Thank  you  for  requesting  our  comments. 

Sincerely, 


■7 

Acting    Director,  Alaska 
Regional  Office 
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National   Park  Service  11/19/81 


1.  The  settlement  and  mineral  entry  areas  are  north  of  Lake  Minchumina 
so  that  subsistence  uses  and  mineral  access  should  be  located  away 
from  the  park  boundaries. 

2.  The  settlement  entry  is  well  outside  Denali  National  Park  and 
Preserve  boundaries  and  should  not  affect  fire  management  within  the 
park  and  preserve. 

3.  The  types  of  entry  (homesite,  headquarters  sites,  and  T&M  sites)  are 
not  conducive  to  large  concentrations  of  population.  In  addition, 
the  distance  from  the  park  should  provide  an  adequate  buffer  from 
impacts. 

4.  We  agree  that  the  State  of  Alaska  land  sales  may  have  a  major  impact. 

5.  We  are  not  presently  considering  settlement  for  the  lower  Stony 
River,   but  if  we  do,  we  will  consider  these  points. 

6.  We  have  a  recreation  recommendation  (R-1.2)  for  cooperative  recrea- 
tion management  on  the  Stony  and  Swift  Rivers  which  head  within  Lake 
Clark  National   Park  and  Preserve. 


60 


FOR  YOUR  COMMENTS 

on  the  proposed  land  uses  for  BLM-managed 

lands  in  Southwest  Alaska 


Will  these  recommended  land  use  decisions  meet  public  needs  and  desires? 
Will  they  provide  a  balanced  mix  of  resource  uses  —  to  obtain  as  much  benefi 
from  as  many  resources  as  possible  while  still  maintaining  the  environment? 


1 


[I 


LP 


t&i&S),  KC    ^  c^tSuZtcdUjoo    d& — J  ^U  HW 

3  ^9)   Exttz-xj**j&U.  <^su^sl^&^  ><-s^oo^sxi  dJ  iLcj 
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STATE  &  PRIVATE  FORESTRY 
U.S.DA  Forest  Service 

2221   L  NORTHERN  UGHTS  BLVD. 

POUCH  6606 

ANCHORAGE,  ALASKA  99502 


Hank  Hays 

Area  Planning  and 
Development 

Telephone.-  907/2764)939 
Ofi  907/272-4485 


■    u.«-/-iw«_     i    •» A  ••  < 


State  and  Private  Forestry  11/19/81 


1.  The  Southwest  Plan  is  only  for  BLM-administered  lands.  The  Kuskokwim 
Corporation  has  been  involved  throughout  the  planning  process  through 
meetings  with  the  Planning  Staff  and  the  McGrath  Resource  Area  staff 
and  through  mail   and  phone  contact. 

2.  This  is  due  to  individual   definitions. 

3.  This  is  a  broad  based  plan  for  a  large  geographic  area,  therefore  the 
focus  is  necessarily  general  and  resource  oriented. 
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Memorandum 


State  of  Alaska 


TO 


FROM 


Bob  Ward,  Chief 

Environmental  Planning 

BLM  Anchorage  District  Office 

4700  E.    72nd 

Anchorage,   Alasks     99507 

©     ,    rv^ooisa       jjdu/  TELEPHONE    NO: 


date:         September   10,    1981 


KILE    NO 


Tim  Rurafelt 
Sanitarian 


SUBJECT 


Proposed  Land  Use  Plan 
Summary/  Southwest 
Planning  Area 


zz^\£S&~zjsr* che  subje- pun  -  -» 


■ 


^owr  °8  the,effec«  °f  »  BLM  -  initiated  or  permitted 

rU?<   Ta  an  arM  S  ""«  1««l"y,b«  eure  to  determine 
recrelSf8  "**"  T™  °f  that  ™W1*  habitat  ana  . 

that  !~  2         ,Mt   the   °nly  activ"ies  Vthe  Planning  Area 
that  are  dependent  upon  water  quality.  ' 

a'sse'sritfabili:   ^  ^^  ^  PUnning  Ar^be  sure   to         [ 
assess   its   ability   to  accept  on-site   sewage   facilities  [ 

Permafrost  and  high  subsurface  water  tables   can  make 

development  of  said   lands   economically   infeasible.  , 


TR/mn 


I 


02  001      (Rev.  10/79) 
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State  of  Alaska  11/19/81 


1.  On-site   water   supplies    and    sewage    facilities    are  considered  at  the 
site-specific  activity  planning  stage. 

2.  Fish    habitat    and    recreation    were    mentioned    as    the    present    major 
regional  concerns. 
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RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 


&4  c^c — P 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


&  Xc~  tut^yf  ^        CJ***£- 


Location  of  Contact 


/CW^^L^    {^&~&     ~£~-^- 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderator!  s) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[H   Phase  II    —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
~^\   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


]  Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


% 


Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |    Written  Statements 


Public  Meeting 


1     |   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.     Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.)  r 


/ 


Prepared  by 


<& 


<£, 


Date     /        , 


re 


SPO   64S-OSS 
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Form  1600—16  (April  1975) 


*&  U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE  1978-782-490 


Form  1541-3 
(July  1965) 

(formerly  4-1599  a) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


CONFIRMATION/REPORT  OF  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION 


Name 


7%S 


gt»*n-y^ 


Office 


A/^&ro 


Location 


Telephone  Number 


Officei/  A 


Telephone  Number  /^  [  I 


rpose  of  Call:  *  ^      ^ 


Explanatory  Remarks: 


■u*>- 


^ *-s^e£*~£  *y. 


*i  7U-.  r/«o 


(Date) 


CONFIRMATION  COPY 


HI 


(Signature) 


UNITED  STATES 
QEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


la<u€A  Yvj&aj  -ktiskfikutm 


MFP  |  Date  of  Contact 

Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

nob  At*  Service* 


ms£u*ih 


Location  of  Contact 


Burea 


u  Interviewees)  or  Moderator^) 

frit    Z/Cj/cr 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


□ 

Phase  I 

—  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 

31 

Phase  II 

—  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 

□ 

Phase  III 

—  Identification  and  Analysis 

of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  01) 

□ 

Phase  IV 

—  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

S8 

Individual  Contact 

I     |  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

F^)   Small  Group  Discussion 

I     1   Written  Statements 

□ 

Public  Meeting 

1     I    Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

Fly    »   I*    of   k^foz    W     fcA»M*v  **   »»«*.    4h±  <u*+-,  c/,J 
plot  whA/tee*  mM  M/Bmt.tnti.'ftfr  *c  &  c^y  t/sf*i& /*)M<6ao*( 


Date 


Prepared  by 

Rill    2,*?L-  i      /*/*/** 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


/atdtA    Juka*r  kto&Jkkwm 


MFP  Date  of  Contact 


//ft,* -5iU.gr i    /*/*, 

Name(s)  of  Indivimial(s)  or  Group(s) 
Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


fit  If  2l€?/t 


<&L. 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|    Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Hg)  Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I)  * 

|     1   Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  in)  ( 

k 
~2   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) j 

Hjfl   Individual  Contact  Q  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

[^  ]  Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements  I 

!     I   Public  Meeting  □   Other  (specify) 

^ ^^^^^^ 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release:     I 
as  appropriate. ) 

Fly    W      a.    /*/    af    &d«rr»*~    '+>  4**    S*m  m*+  A    H*- KtoMAlii'  Auf   I 
A**#  /o.^.    tkty  fleu>     J/    *m€,  kovkts  &*    H*.  f*tM*&  %**i*  $0f*G*mfi 

film*  4kt  Aw**  £>  k**/T,  j 


Prepared  by  |  Date 


ttc.»..t.-.»-..-o.  F">'m  '600-16  (April 


?«* 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


an*  =  $4ce  rrr 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


phtjmi  C     CSHSilA  iddtei 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderations) 


£;//  Ztegia 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


\u£]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[j£J   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  HI  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
|    ]  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[yj   Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.   (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate. ) 


Prepared  by 


m   Zt&SA 


Date 


*ai 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


MM  -fifa  m 


Date  of  Contact 

AAAo 


Name{s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Auk 


Q&MjL 


Location  of  Contact 


fJua*k£.    CO*ii&&dlLQ4i 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


&liL    ZMjbkk 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


(T~|  phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


(j?)  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
12  Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[y|  Individual  Contact 


[*"H   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Q  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


|     j  Public  Meeting 


I     I    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rasters,  press  releast     j 
as  appropriate.)  V 


Prepared  by 


?,//      -ggaJ&L 


Date 


J>0M>»»«-«»«-o»»-'3« 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


UM-*1xrttL 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  lndividual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


f?ht*jL       So~o  *«  S*4,o~ 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


S'll    >^;£fl£M. 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Q   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  HI  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
|     |   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[jf\  Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


(~~|   Public  Meeting 


I     |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


Prepared  by 


fjk£    J?:*,/** 


Date 


&£Al 


ao»o»»»«-«»**OM-"' 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


UMz  Us*  JUL 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 
0fe     fact's     ftf**}      ***»•*£. 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


flturiZ f&uUf* W1'  '*>" 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


0;/t  Z&pJs* 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


)   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


(j£J  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  HI) 
Q   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  in)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[j<Fj  Individual  Contact 


~J  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |  Written  Statements 


(     |   Public  Meeting 


I      |   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releas 
as  appropriate.) 

//**    /vol-    -Mem    /U»r<**£     M»J»     ?#<€      **£* 


Prepared  by 


Date 


/*/6/To 


t>0POt»T«-«r»-«3»-»3« 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


UKA  -f+wp  HL 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 

so  A /** 


/)**LhM\<ff 


Location  of  Contact 


f)\tit*1L     <Oi*V£nS<*T*'G*> 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


SIlL    &BfJi£* 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]  Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[j£]   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Q   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


|~y]  Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


[71   Written  Statements 


|     J   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate. ) 


Prepared  by 


/?///     -£*££&& 


Date 


MWMN  -•»•-  •»•-»»• 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


uttr-* 


MFP 


(JtlA  :  5  y   :zzr 


Date  of  Contact 


Name<s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


flo^e    sa*>L>f* s*Ao* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


1?;)f    X:ef/ru 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


j^j   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
|      |   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE! 


(j5)  Individual  Contact 


Q  ]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


I     |   Public  Meeting 


I      1   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release 
as  appropriate.) 


f£A/ly     jft'tJ    svo  A       Ar*GtJ     o  (" 


Prepared  by 


/?///     ^Z**//^ 


Date 


/oA/y 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


^//r//  -  w,r  m: 


Date  of  Contact 


&AA 


z* 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


f>Utyt/L       rc^Ur^f  **  /c  QM 


Bureau  Interviewed)  or  Moderators) 


&UL  gk£fj££± 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
|     J   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[£F|  Individual  Contact 


I     |   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Q^j   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


|   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


Prepared  by 


/?,-//  Sfig^s 


Date 


/£> 


yir/fro 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


a*. 


MFP 


(J**  -  Sfr*  nr 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(slof  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

Bill  ImsoO    m 


Location  of  Contact 


reau  I 


a*l£t C&iU*£&kkj*b}. 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


gjz    B,/l    %l£a/6Ez 


r 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]  Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


i^J  Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
f~7)  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[vj  Individual  Contact 


I     |  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


L^3  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |  Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releasi 
as  appropriate.) 

Thy    ty  /"»<*-  /«*     >♦"  /***    «J-  M*.  a**.  ^  At*6j  4*t 


Prepared  by 
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Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
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RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Umt(s) 


MFP 


UMJLlhA  W 


Name(s)  of  Indivraual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


/tiff    &y/i 


^£T. 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


J3^  Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
j     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[^J   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


\jfi  Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


|   Public  Meeting 


I     |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate. ) 


ff*y    ktoM.  4t*h    f /**«->  tvyiaty   ,«fr  fa  a***  . 
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IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

latter  YvkoM*  KfcSfaklutrr 


m- 


MFP 


MZ- 


Date  of  Contact 


I 


vU/?td> 


Name(s)  of  Indiviaual(s)  or  Group(s) 


MVA 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 

* 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Q  ]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Pffi  Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Q  j  Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[~~]  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


PQ  Individual  Contact 


1     |  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


|     |   Written  Statements 


I     |   Public  Meeting 


1     |   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releast 
as  appropriate.) 
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Date 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  . 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


2BL 


Name(s)  of  Indmdual(s^or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Btll  JZ>„f,l. 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


§2 


Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


|     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
]   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


& 


Individual  Contact 


I     |   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


j     |   Public  Meeting 


I     I    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 
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Date 
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Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


<f?Uo*HL 


Ctof*tJfiti4+tQ» 


in 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


ft;  n  zziepUiL 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


[7  [   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


f"XJ   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     !   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
["73   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


t_)£j   Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


77]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I  Written  Statements 


|     |   Public  Meeting 


1     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release 
as  appropriate.) 

F/*~    o»r    f>e*>o~   ;Jo    4-Ue   /U«*,7/o*    AVo^    *>    ?•    m6«5£  k*~4i*,. 
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Planning  Unit(s) 


Zoujg*.    YukofQ  -  Konkftki 


toUJBa 


MFP 


CUA  -  SAy  ZT 


Date  of  Contact 


Ph/i* 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 
PgJAiAL     CJr**/?*-     SeAVt'CE, 


Location  of  Contact 


f/r*»r    g&MUt  SO.  JlS&l 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


/Shi  Zmfkn 


INTERVAL  OF  PU8LIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


\g\   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
ri   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[~]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


\jg\   Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Q3  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     1   Written  Statements 


Q  |   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.)    _ 
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Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


iduc 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


fligrjr    'Or*  U&tSA  -ft'QA* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


f?Lf*A>r  gteUlBtSaliAAk 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


^j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


j  K)   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  IH  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
\^2  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Ij^}  Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


'H   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release 
as  appropriate.) 

F/ttsj    Tr   Au-lm    Ui$    yc*^     ;^4o     //Jy  Caoss    -/«     A«*J   Aa  motsc  /*  SU 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

lam*-  Xc/fOAJ  -  Kutktkwii 

MFP 


UflA- 


jul 


'n*  -  5/cp  : 

Name(s)  of  Individuai(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Artc\x 


atiA^c 


Location  of  Contact 


<pht>Ai£    tatt&UL&liiAik 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


SUl   -zxflfa 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|    Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


\jftj   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
J    Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Ij2   Individual  Contact 


1     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


l_~  ]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I  Written  Statements 


|   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

4/1  tk**     Key   U»   u  JU   *M,    ,-,    4Us   S;lveAt„  i^u  itt 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP  j  Date  of  Contact 

ClAA-SfcrTU: -_ \    so/iAra 

Name(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 

ChAtJu  Jlfijj 

Location  of  Contact 


fJutMJL   6£&M&$AJiAM 


Bureau  Interviewees )  or  Modera torts) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|     |   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


fyl  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
|"""j  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) j 

53  Individual  Contact  Q   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

{^3  Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements  [ 

|     I   Public  Meeting  □   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releasi 
as  appropriate.) 


TUy    yUu*  „,/>   SU<*>*  A*yaM*  ;*4*   Mc 


J*AO*. 


Prepared  by  j  Date 
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BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


£<X*i*Y~ Yul<o*J-  MsdlkiJskdL 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact 

UM  -  SAy   TIT 1      /o)-?/?o 

Name(s)  of  Individual^)  or  Group(s) 
/Vi+'s      PfYt**f      S£Xl/t'<£ 

Location  of  Contact 

Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderatorts) 

fail    Z.eJr* : 

INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


)   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


I  y\   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
j     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
]   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


(j£]   Individual  Contact  Q  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

QH   Small  Group  Discussion  Q3   Written  Statements 

|     |   Public  Meeting  Q   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.  (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


Prepared  by  j   Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


/oU)£K-        YtAkoAJ  -     Mus/colcUjJt'** 


MFP  f  Date  of  Contact 

Namds)  of  lndividual(s)  or  Qroup(s) 


C/^U^fc£-f 


Location  of  Contact 


pho»£ QiaUMAlh  /-''ftV 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


J     J   phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jjxj   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
S~\   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Q]   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

Qkj   Individual  Contact  Q3  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

rH   Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 

j     I   Public  Meeting  Q   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releast 
as  appropriate.) 


Prepared  by  |   Date 
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BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Umt(s) 


/nujf*-     Yako**-  Ka*>kt>ku*i** 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact 

Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

Location  of  Contact 


phQhtCr 


CQ'Vi/GKM  TiQ*> 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j   phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


|_]<]   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Q  ]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 

[~~|   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

—        —  _  — 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

£<]  Individual  Contact  Q  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

]   Small  Group  Discussion  ^H   Written  Statements 

|     |   Public  Meeting  Q   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

T**Cp    U*»£     /vol*      f/oCv*t   A*«y0»e      /*/h     ytj,£.     /Q/t&A. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
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RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


C/x*  -the  m: 


Natne(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


/?"»*>£ {O^UfASAJiQ* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


3M.     Zi£*j&L 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j   phase  I     -  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


fxi   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     I   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
r^]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


l^cj   Individual  Contact 


[3  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


1 I 


Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


I      I    Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release 
as  appropriate.) 

TAcr    M*^    Ak»„h     2o    ?*"***"    /**"    Ar    /Uac-'j**    AWa,**//,,  M^rm 
f*»*     «4c**      fyl  ****** ,+^  A    ^   0f.    4UefL    /W«e/rc. 
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Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
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RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Joe****       ViiUoAt-   AuiJcaJruf}** 


MFP 


/V/f^-5^    22T 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


*4 


QAi f    cotuiienM ft** 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


/?://     Sfry/fA- 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


[~ J   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jjj?j   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     j   Phase  HI  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
£j  Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  HI)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[V]  Individual  Contact 


I     ]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


r]]   Small  Group  Discussion 


|~71   Written  Statements 


_j    Public  Meeting 


I     1   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

They    hiv*-  *v*L    fhut**    /f*ty6**jc    /*dio     4ie.     ^rteja. 
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Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 
MFP 


Nama(s)of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


_A 

Jurea 


out,  CouWCSfirhexo 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


6UL  Stmf  /■ 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


r~  |   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jyi   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|      |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[^  ]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


& 


Individual  Contact 


1     j   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


_H   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


Public  Meeting 


I     1    Other  (specify) 

Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  release 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary 
as  appropriate. ) 
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m,  a 


Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


>  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s) 

Mac  LhotL*  6U» 


?//s/?* 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau 


au  Interviewees)  or  Moderator(s) 


fijJl  Zut^Uei 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


!   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


'X\   Phase  II    —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[Jf]  Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


I      ■   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


]    Public  Meeting 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary 
as  appropriate.) 


I     1   Other  (specify) 

Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 


&*■  Afaqf  Aievf    fa  fiiu€n  /t0  &*.  a***.  *W  #€  OSes  &* 
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Planning  Unit(s) 


UJ4mr\ 


MFP 


)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s)       <7 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


au  Interviewer^)  or 


«r  I 


DtshtUt  qFcj 


Bureau 


or  Moderators) 


Bill  2i£aJ&=L 


£ 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[yj   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
]   Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


]H   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


$2 


Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


~1   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


\     I   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases, 
as  appropriate.) 


Prepared  by 


Date 


trapo  i«n>«>*«  o»-»at 
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Forni*600— 16  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Urtit(s) 

Jam  t*     Yu#a*>  -  kasfrpfcu  >f*y 


MFP 


e/Xfi-£kp  sr 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


3£ 


Location  of  Contact 


dtickonace  -  fed    Qsfctcf  Office. 


«Hs) 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderator! s) 


&Y/  2i**kr- 


T 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
]]]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[2  ]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


\J/T\   Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


1    Public  Meeting 


]   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


be  -fa/feS  A&of  fa  &A«j  o&    aWAMM  of  A- 


A+r« . 


Prepared  by 


Date 


t!ra*Ot»»«-«79 
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Form  1660-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


4AA-&kp.  Tit 1      ?//t>Ao 

»)  of  Individual(s)  <n  Group(s)   -,  J 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s) 

tctftofj  f*^  1fa&  PIhjM.   foul 

Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees/ or  Moderators) 

Sill    Zpeaie*-* 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


~2<   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


3s£  Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
!     j  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
f""l  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

f^j  Individual  Contact  QH   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

rn   Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 

j     !   Public  Meeting  Q   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 

0*t>  us*.    ^   /A*   aa«*.    s^  son,*  *■  4U  ahmt,  #+ A*.  f/etM 
*l»    MIM  ^y.    ce^m^ciU  r-wcr^^S.   G^y^^y, 
/fio*    Me  JSJrh**/  *+hu*L  w£  W  4*  use.  /^^  e«*J*t. 

Prepared  by  |  Date 

AjII    ?,*fL^  i      6  A*  A* 

fro........,.—.-.,.  194  F°""  1600-16  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Date  of  Contact 


Planning  Unit(s) 

MFP 

Name(s)  of  Individual^)  or  Group(s) 

Location  of  Contact 

J*ich**om.  -   $*£*   F/sk  jo**/  kf/c//***.  /fa/ec//OAj Office 

Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     -  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


.-^J    Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     !   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  ID;  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  HI) 
H   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  HI)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE)     

Ijti   Individual  Contact  Q   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

]   Small  Group  Discussion  Pj]   Written  Statements 

[     i   Public  Meeting  □   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.   (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate. ) 

&//  stout*/  ma    SAc   fem/t.  (totfs    4ax/  />w<&/  /»«•  ,^ 

/Aein     AJAM&    A*/   AJt&A+4£4. 


Prepared  by  Date 

^///  a»4a i      9/23 /*o 

^......n-u-x  1   9  5  FOrm  1600-16  (APfil  1975> 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


tfAA-Sfy*  m 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


3St 


ofCor 


OiLJks 


tOOn. 


r 


Location  oftontact 


reau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 

0ilL  P*ffy/tr 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


fffl  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


pjjjji]   Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


I    1   Small  Group  Discussion 


]  Written  Statements 


)    Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 

7ey    ■rotfm    cj^vf    M*   &*,»*></  A>#>«>**/ 77*  ;£  a**/  Mi- 


Prepared by 


Date 


Si'/-/  2i*fU** 


?A*/rM 


T5-0PO1»»«-«7»-«3»-«* 
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Form  1600—16  (April 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


Ve/tea^  ~/(t>sfcfiJfCA>*l>* 


MFP 


£f/!A  s/yojir 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individuals )  or  Group(s) 


&/9ue<   /&/**&>// 


Inlet tite   iimAoe***/ 

sun  7 


Location  of  Contact 


eau  Interviewerr?s) 


£*. 


■■Hfo^ 


-V/sjrtcf'QfPfC? 


Bureau 


or  ModeratoKs) 


Bftl  <*<t!ffer- 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


"1   Phase  I     -  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


yCj   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
P }   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


rV*  Individual  Contact 


I     |   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


HH   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


j   Public  Meeting 


I     [   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


as  appropriate 


/*■>  /At  a+e*y  *#*,;.  £U*J//yy  4*/  <#*.. 


Prepared  by 


-•7««oj»-»at  * 


t>a^oi»T»-«7««oj»-»a 
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Date 


9&*/m 


Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


I 
I 
I 


Planning  Unit(s) 


sm. 


MFP 


me(s)  of  Individflal(s)  or  G 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individfial(s)  or  Group(s) 

ch%  eh    • .  . 
Elm 


9//ijki 


i 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


SaJLZe^t 


•'-— 


1 
I 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


1 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jvj   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
r~j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


t 


Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 


TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


j£j   Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


i 
1 


"~  j   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     1   Written  Statements 


|     I   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify)  M 

briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  relea 
ate.) 


Summarize 

as  appropriate.) 


fit**,  ffe  a/so  -iofel  #>e*  Jfaf- fxofiU,  -£*>m  Cfawmjjy,  Avs4n<k,  /nu</c^Ae/*m 
<*"*>**  co*«y  -U   /Ae  *«*.    U  A*   *+   Art's.  i**y  (*^j*>¥j>,Mf* 

i 
i 


Prepared  by 


A//7    J??*>s>/o'^. 


<?/*J>rt> 


6-0PO197B-«7»-<IJ»-»11 


;  1  98 


Form  1600-  IW 


f 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


6/4/9  SJmjl  J7£ 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individuals )  or  Group(s) 

/fa*t-)*fe-  u>#seru*&0*>  AA>4   facfimff**-*  St  nut  64 


V/f/ffl 


Location  of  Contact 


ureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Si//   2/eWej^ 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


I   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jg   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Q  j   Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  EI);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  HI) 
Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  HI)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


\yc   Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


j   Small  Group  Discussion 


|   Written  Statements 


I ]   Public  Meeting 


f~]   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional -sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate. ) 


rfhixtittx 


7h§u  frcvtckj  Jmfi  meads  cm  t^c  c/jM*4ife#i£  JtUotM**,  **<*+&,  4*4  tihivy 
7t*y  Alto  f*»*»&4 '*  **"*/  oS-  /U  U*J*i(k*t  i#h/w**.    b*  4xJfaJ  tioofj* 

//OS/  fir*  &*/r**fsty  aL/  A/eujnic*.    £**>++-? 


Prepared  by 


Date 


6,7/  ZgfJ&L 


9  A*/** 


ftOP01«»«-«7»-<>l»-*9' 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


I 
I 

I 


Planning  Unit(s) 

tawe*   Yt/ffaj  -  JUaskeJb 


aKWn 


MFP 


Name( 


(s)  of  Individual(s)  or 


Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


/$Qi/   j44w/f/wytfA 


/fyclrolcjtst' 


Location  of  Contact 


ureau  Interviewei 


.=*- fy-i 


4*^*    646,* 


Bureau  Interviewer(s)  or  Moderators) 


JS///  %jeo/&^ 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


1   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


7|   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
V  j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


_«3 '  Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I    Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 

#*u  A+&*m*</  me.  *f>  £ufa+  At,  fae±>  *&,*>/  SA*  A**&«S* 
<*/>/>#ifa»//*j    *f  ^  Aha. 


Prepared  by 


Date 


&///  fiea/eir. 


tS-0»O1»7»-«79-0J»-*3l 
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ghjte 


Form  1600-16  (A 


f| 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

lout*.   YaketKr  {Ctefafavm* 


MFP 


s(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(£ 

Location  of  Contact 


f/ft/t* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


8ilJ   2jefl&- 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


X2  Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


ffl  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
r~  -  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Q£]  Individual  Contact 


I     |  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I  Written  Statements 


j   Public  Meeting 


1     !   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

/ou  (uas  M"f  mt*  fat  >^<3fc/W  /e*//f  Jfrtos/fivj  mM  Mt 
****  &$*</  fo*  /eea*e*ji*>A>.  &***  h/**»*uj  oj*s    /o*>  tec****-  *£  Access 
ftt*Sy  /ntst  oJr  Me  eecrewMtoji  /kfw/tf4s  ever*  hovh**  a*><I  ^^1^ 


proklf 


Prepared  by 


Date 


MdL 


*o«>i«r«-«r9»oj»-»3i 


ZacaAs 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


Name(s)  of  Individuaf(s)  or  Group(s) 

*tf#*L+   fa***  ****hy 


Location  of  Contact 


Date  of  Contact 


Uletuu Coutiu&di&i 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


fftll    Z,'f]kf 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


1     j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 

1 

JVJ  Phase  II  —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I)      , 

j    ]   Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 

I 

["*"*]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup                                          [  g 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

PB   Individual  Contact                                                              [^]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys                                    ',  ^ 

r^}  Small  Group  Discussion                                                     Q3    Written  Statements 

I     |   Public  Meeting                                                                    □    Other  (specify)                                                     1  M 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases, 
as  appropriate.)  ; 


Prepared  by 


Date 


t>Q»01»7e-079-OJ»-«ai 


fii/{  T,+i*I&j- 


'    li&Jk* 
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Form  1600-16  (At 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Umt(s) 


/rAj&»    Yt/ka+J  -Huskoktofa 


MFP  Date  of  Contact 


tt£/9~s/*fimr 


'    7  2  JKt 


Name(s)  of  Individuai(s)  or  Group(s) 


2*W*W 17*11    '•      .,  -. ;    P/tMU^/2*^ 

Sktte  &&es&& BUT) 


Location  of  Contact 


eau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Bureau 


&//  Xej/ar 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


52   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Q  ]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
!     !  Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

j£]   Individual  Contact  Hj  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

i     |   Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 

|     |    Public  Meeting  □   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

(4Sn     y/fat    j/ky   SecSni** 


Prepared  by  j  Date 


t>0P01«T«-»7»-0J«-*3l 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


I 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


louej*    YuifAMi   -  kosle*bui^ 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact 

U£A  ShtA  M I ffaaM. 

Name(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 

j£ifv£  ,     dUmJt* 

Location  of  Contact 


Burea 


u  Interviewer! s)  or  Moderators) 


Bill  <Zt&f/e* 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


[H   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


Jti   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Individual  Contact  Q   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

Tj   Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 


Public  Meeting  Q    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate. ) 

Pnoudect  tie.  s*/mov  />A#vts4  £7«/*s  £+  &>***%*>*&/*«</  s&6^^i 


Prepared  by  [   Date 

ft; 1 1    ?.*?/e^ i      g/w/jfl 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


jiai^er-    /u/(aJ  -  Kuskokux'tr* 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individuai(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


Bureau 


3U  Interviewer!  ft )  or  I 


r&~  •■•>*, 


Pisfncf     Offtc* 


or  Moderators) 


Rill      2.^/c.M. 


f 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


1   Phase  I     -  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


|^   Phase  II    —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II),  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
!   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


jv]  Individual  Contact 


I     |  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     |   Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

fM*6i/ty,  Access,  A*,</.use.  pfa  /Me*  /*/{*"»<*/  „*  of  M* 


Prepared  by 


a-o*oi»»«-«*»-  om-»s< 


?/.//   7/ea/t 


fc-fc 


Date 


Vhi/ro 


205 


Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


Uuae*     Ytifo*-    ki>skJ<t*l 


WBLm 


MFP  |  Date  of  Contact 

Name(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


*9&  -MrtHZ  GfFtc* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


■/?>//  7,9j/c« 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


;  }(  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
^]  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
~j   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

'5tJ   Individual  Contact  Q   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

r"1  Small  Group  Discussion  Q    Written  Statements 

'     |    Public  Meeting  Q    Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releasee 
as  appropriate. ) 

11 

Date  i  J 


Prepared  by 

n  C\  £  Form  1600-16  (a|  I 


t>o^oiB»e-«r»-o3»-f3i 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


Group(s) 


Name(s)  of  Individual's)  or  Gr< 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


Ata&Aflgflg  z  /IQ/^iS  0&/c* 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderatorts) 


/I///  Zjede*s 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


J59   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     !   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II),  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
^]   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


|_}£j   Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I   Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

/?&SS  SAW  /M    M*   tx-iC    JT/sW-  ffjA/y    art     is     S*   /«*>  /*>  A*  Jr*/9 

Jfa+    M*y    e/t>  »*t    m#>ihr»   A*    c/se..    fa  s*/</  JAm  As   ajo 
Conflicts   &%    5po*t  fishy   iifif  #**,. 


Prepared  by 


Bit/  2jM££& 


Date 


t&aA 


'£0_ 


ftG*Ot»7«-«7»*0J«-»ai 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


tlAA-sfom; 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


M 


autSL 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


Bure 


aii  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


toffi 


aA. 


•     INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


"1   Phase  I     -  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


i^£j   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
j     j   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[}53"  Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 


[~~1    Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 


1 


"»T  a*,  #*c   Ac  MS  Aas  „*,,</  fcu    nss  *  „„  w<r  , 


fU 


Prepared  by 


Date 


)-"7 


Bill    7r*fl*+-. 


?£rfJ»i> 


I 


CrCPO1«Ta-«T9-0J»-l3l 
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Form  1600-16  (A? 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


//>tAjej*      Yufy*  -    KuzkuksJi** 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact 

)  ot  Individual(s)'or  Group(s)  ' 

Location  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual! 

at 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


ftA\  %/to 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


f"  ]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


jjg  Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     j  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
j     |  Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  ID)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

[j£)  Individual  Contact  Q  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

I     |  Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 

j     j   Public  Meeting  Q    Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

-fa  /toe&  pe*6/e/ns.  CJA++  C6r**\tt*tkt   Mails    ^tar*  A*-e,  A+t$p+*l*. 
0vr  *we»  is  puaj  +hit  yew   a<aJ  tfey  mif^f  rvv  a«///^a#^  *tv*r  *€*+  u^^ 


Prepared  by  j  Date 

9/js-/*c 


t>q»oi»t«  ••/••«•-*»< 


2  Q  Q  Form  l60°-16  (April  197S) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


lAuXLK    Yokua-  KiiZJ(CilCL»^ 


MFP  |  Date  of  Contact 

Name(s)  of  Individual's)  or  Group(s) 

mil  HamsoU 

Location  of  Contact 

4Mdatmt£    Iltsfeiudk  Q££i£& 

ireau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Bureau 


agfci 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j     ]   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues  i 


■2T 


Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


C   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 

Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup  \ 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


M 


Individual  Contact  Q  ]    Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion  Q    Written  Statements 


i     !   Public  Meeting  |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releai 
as  appropriate.)  •/%/•*/) 

Wl  -M4  m€  ifW  $t\i*hVf  Ufa  umj  fi'''J  <*"&  sp*tt*sh**«^.  from  ihe\ 
A«<fvs+  A  $cpi  (A  77fe  tec/ft  uW</  /**«  -/hesc  jhi-F  ftsh*i>*>**>  of>r«jer< 
f>o«>e*hc*k    k    GsL    Bid   4l$6    M*  /**>  t\tu*   vpse+    a   fa+    *f   Mt,  uifiUf4-[S 


Prepared  by  j  Date  | 

JU/  TWA i    Vbs-A* 

AW01.M-.7.-.3-W1  '  2  1   0  Forn,  1600-16  <AJ 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 

Name(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 


Date  of  Contact 


Location  of  Contact 


fUo, 


m£. rOiMOMS64.^(O0O 


-J, 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderator!  s) 


fff/l    2i£<flr.fl 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


!   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


JX]   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  TV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
I     !   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  IT);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  Til) 
H   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Individual  Contact 


I     I  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 


I     I  Written  Statements 


]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.   (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
us  appropriate. ) 

°   Wk*s    W  ^  m%>g  ^   Ac    u^  ^^  w  >tt0u^tL^  u  iu* 


Prepared  by 


Date 


pMi/Ti 


tl-aK>ifl7«»«7»-oi»-*&i 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


M*A-$+*rVF 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Location  of  Contact 


)?WC,     /'KwiJfrCSfU*' 


Bureau  IntervieweKs)  or  Moderators) 


mil  JX^U 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


!j£j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


!  jgj   Phase  II   -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV,  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 


TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


IT^j  Individual  Contact 


I"    I   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Small  Group  Discussion 


I    1   Written  Statements 


j     !   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.)  i. 

*.«.  w,  n<  W  **c   „•>  *w  «^^/   r,„uP  „„„,  ^  ^ 

*****  **o<l  ^  otf0H  \ 


Prepared  by 


Date 


A'/f      Z?;r*/r* 


/o/c  /so 


1^0l»Ot«T«-6»»-03»-»St 
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Form  1600-16  (A' 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


Lfit^gA.  Yuknd-  thd&k&kiMuaz 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact 

(JM  Zlilli  ?zr i      /*A/g* 

Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

_ At?  Filt (\aIh*a 

Location  of  Contact 


f>h/>A/C    Sa»a  WEtt&A.  "0" 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


y£  Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE)        

(x3  Individual  Contact  Q]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

"H   Small  Group  Discussion  Q   Written  Statements 

|     !   Public  Meeting  □   Other  (specify) 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 

as  appropriate. ) 

to*  ;*<W  «  /u*  Mc  x-*.  *<*„  „  ^  *^w  ~.*„  Ww  ^ 


Prepared  by  |  Date 

Wmm.uu>  -  .   ,  *<**  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


II 

(I 

11 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP  I  Date  of  Contact  ' 

LfdA  -  <LJ££  ZT  i     /a/* /re  U  I 

Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s)  (  \  \ 

AUct.    SktU/Cy 

AQF4  4 QeikL (II 

Location  of  Contact 


ireau 


6>iig:    £o«toia*rjil-*o~ 


k 


;l> 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


[I 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


II 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


i 


I 


[jcj   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
~2  Phase  HI  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  HI) 
■     |   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  IH)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 

■jc]  Individual  Contact  Q    Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

"~]  Small  Group  Discussion  Q]    Written  Statements 

j     j   Public  Meeting  □    Other  (specr/v.)  1 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.   (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.)  m* 

Met.  ivJuumett  h,£    ,11,1   fit   j,j  wA  ^,uM_  ^^  i*(t„*«l>u.  »-   soL,,-j./,a.-'3 


I 

I 

I 


Date 


Prepared  by 

*///   2;*/,*      I     /ok/** 

Form  1600-16  (a|    I 
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214 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 


MFP 


ClAd  :  $i*r  M 


dua 


Date  of  Contact 


Name(s)  of  Individual^ )  or  Group(s) 

4QFi  6 fa&tt 


Location  of  Contact 


P/lQ/*& rtoatSfUMpH" 


Bureau  Interviewed)  or  Moderators) 


/Sill    X\Kff(Bfi> 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j    Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[2   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Pj   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[j?]   Individual  Contact 


j     1  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


"2   Small  Group  Discussion 


|~n   Written  Statements 


^1    Public  Meeting 


I     |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

1*   ^    A*    *..,C/  /tit of  C,*  «•<  W  w  u*^.  st~  *«»*»  4,** 


Prepared  by 


Date 


So 


&M 


6o>oi»T»-«r»-o»»«»ai 
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Form  1600-16  (April  1975) 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June  16,  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Chuck  Smyth 


Location  of  Contact 


Outer  Continental  Shelf,  10th  and  Gamble,  Anchorage,  Alaska 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Alice  Hossfeld 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


m   Phase  II    —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  HI) 
Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Individual  Contact 


(~~|   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Lj  Small  Group  Discussion 
1     |   Public  Meeting 


I     j   Written  Statements 


I      |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  relea 
as  appropriate.) 

Obtained  information  for  the  PAA  on  subsistence. 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 

June  16,  1981 


GPO    84O-00B 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June/July  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

David  Drew,  Alaska  Department  of  Transportation 


Location  of  Contact 

Fairbanks,  DOT  Office 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderator!  s) 

Alice  Hossfeld 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j    Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[J3   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


]  Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


]  Small  Group  Discussion 
]   Public  Meeting 


]   Written  Statements 


I     |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,   rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

Discuss  and  obtain  copies  of  the  Western  Alaska  and  Arctic  Transportation  Study  for 
reference  information. 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 


CPO    8«8-0«B 
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Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


1 
1 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June  22,  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individuals)  or  Group(s) 


Carl a  Zerros 


( 


Location  of  Contact 


E   * 


Fairbanks  Visitor  Information  Bureau 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Alice  Hossfeld 


:.i 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


PC]   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


[_  ]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


rT|   Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


X-i. 


!  Jt 


,_  ]   Small  Group  Discussion 
j     |   Public  Meeting 


]    Written  Statements 


I     I    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 

Tourism  possibilities  in  Southwest  Alaska 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 


August  3,  1981 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June  1981 


Namevs)  of  Individuals )  or  Group(s) 

Dick  Mylius,  Environmental  Services  Limited 


Location  of  Contact 

Anchorage,  Alaska 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Alice  Hossfeld 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


["%"]   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     |  Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
[     |  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


]  Individual  Contact 


]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


1   Small  Group  Discussion 
]   Public  Meeting 


]   Written  Statements 


|     |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.     Attach  worksheets,   rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

Nome-Norton  Sound  Coastal  Zone  Study  for  reference  information  for  Southwest  PAA. 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


I 
I 
H 

f:l 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


II 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June  8,  1981 


.1 

III 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Doug  Warnock,  Chuck  Gilbert,  Richard  Stenmark 


Location  of  Contact 

National  Park  Service,  540  W.  5th,  Anchorage,  Alaska 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Alice  Hossfeld 


I 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


|    Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


II 


|~Xl   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
|     j   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
i~7i    Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

.  TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


I    J 


r^j   Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


1,1 


]   Small  Group  Discussion 
{     |    Public  Meeting 


I     |   Written  Statements 


j     1    Other  (specify) 


\   L i 

Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.)  ,  , 

Conferred  with  NPS  Associate  Director  and  Planning  Staff  on  plans  and  policies 
for  NPS-administered  lands  joining  or  adjacent  to  BLM  lands. 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 


August  1,  19bx 


L 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


MFP 


Date  of  Contact 

June/July  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Jean  Earnest,  Fred  Anderson,  OeeDee  Jonrowe,  Mel  Bucholts,  (ADF&G) 

Location  of  Contact 

Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  Fairbanks,  Alaska 

Bureau  Interviewer(s)  or  Moderators) 

Alice  Hossfeld 

INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


|~Xl   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
[~~1   Phase  III  —  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


|     |   Individual  Contact 


1     j  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


[j  Small  Group  Discussion 
]   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Written  Statements 


I     |   Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.     Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 


Harvest  figures  for  various  animals  and  fish  for  PAA, 


Prepared  by 

Alice  K.  Hossfeld 


Date 


July  31,  1981 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Minchumina  (settlement,  mineral  entry,  oil  and  gas) 


[I 
1 

II 


MFP 

Southwest 


Date  of  Contact 

August  7,  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

Mr,  Karl  E.  Francis,  President  Interior  Land  Manager's  Association 
600  Cordova,  Suite  5,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99507  274-1551 

Location  of  Contact 

BLM,  Anchorage  District  Office 

Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 


Bob  Ward,  Lou  Waller,  Bob  Hale 


1 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


~^2   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


II 


j~~l   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
rXj   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
"  ]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


-f-t 


\i- 


i~Xl  Individual  Contact 


]   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


Pj  Small  Group  Discussion 
j   Public  Meeting 


I     I   Written  Statements 


^]    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.) 


Mr.  Francis  acts  as  government  liaison  for  the  interior  villages. 


The  PAA  should  address  the  existing  bush  lifestyle  as  a  priority.  People  do  not  wai 
to  change  their  existing  lifestyle.  Development  activities  should  be  near  exist] 
transportation.  Additional  access  is  not  desired  by  bush  residents.         * 


Prepared  by 

Robert  L.  Ward 


Date 


August  7,   1981 


SPO    840- 00 B 


222 


Form  1600-16 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest 


MFP 

URA  Step  III 


Date  of  Contact 

November  24,  1980 


Name(s)  of  Individuals )  or  Group(s) 

Mr.  Jay  McKendrick,  University  of  Alaska,  Agricultrual  Experimental  Station 
Palmer,  Alaska 

Location  of  Contact 

Telephone  (745-3257) 

Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 

John  W.   Bosworth 

INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


[X~|   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


[H   Phase  II   —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
Q  ]   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
~^\  Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


[X  1  Individual  Contact  [3]  Questionnaires  or  Surveys 

~j  Small  Group  Discussion  [_    Written  Statements 


|     |   Public  Meeting  □    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,   rosters,  press  releases,  etc. 
as  appropriate.) 

To  inquire  if  any  information  was  available  on  range  nutritive  values  in  Alaska. 
No  information  was  available  for  Southwest  Alaska. 


Prepared  by 

John  W.  Bosworth 


Date 

November  24,  1980 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


I 
I 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Minchumina 


I 


MFP 

Southwest 


Date  of  Contact 

August  21,  19 


I 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 

Residents  of  McGrath 


Location  of  Contact 

McGrath 


Bureau  Interviewees)  or  Moderators) 

Robert  L.   Ward,  Lou  Waller,  Bob  Hale 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


FH   Phase  II    —  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  III  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 


rXl   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 


]]]  Individual  Contact 


3   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


r 


]   Phase  IV  —  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  III)  and  Followup 


TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY   AS  APPLICABLE) 


L" 


H§  Small  Group  Discussion 
~\   Public  Meeting 


I     |   Written  Statements 


I      |    Other  (specify) 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,  rosters,  press  releases, 
as  appropriate.) 

People   trapping   in  Minchumina   block  generally  come  from  the  Yukon  and  Tanana  Ri    j 
that    is    the    direction    of   the   drainage.      Doyon  has   found  many  archeological    site; 
their  land   selections.     They  emphasized   that  archeological    clearance  of  proposed  .ei 
land   is    imperative.     Ray  Collins   suggested   that  we   let  public    know  that  there  «    ] 
other  land  entries  so  that  they  will   not  think  this   is  the  only  entry  and  thereby  L 
a  land  rush. 


t  27,  C9i 


Prepared  by 

Robert  L.   Ward 


Date 


Augus 
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UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

RECORD  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 
IN  THE  PLANNING  PROCESS 


Planning  Unit(s) 

Southwest/Mi nchumina  Planning  Block 


I 


MFP 
MFP  2 


Date  of  Contact 

July  27,  1981 


Name(s)  of  Individual(s)  or  Group(s) 


Residents  of  Lake  Minchumina  area 


Location  of  Contact 


BLM  Dispatch  Office,  Lake  Minchumina 


Bureau  IntervieweKs)  or  Moderators) 


Louis  Waller,  Joette  Storm,  Robert  L,  Ward 


INTERVAL  OF  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT 


; j   Phase  I     —  Identification  of  Publics  and  Issues 


I    1   Individual  Contact 


[~~1   Questionnaires  or  Surveys 


j   Phase  II    -  Specific  Resource  Input  (URA  Steps  HI  and  IV;  Planning  Area  Analysis;  and  MFP  Step  I) 
HX)   Phase  III  -  Identification  and  Analysis  of  Impacts  (MFP  Step  II);  Decision  Making  (MFP  Step  III) 
;     |   Phase  IV  -  Public  Review  of  Management  Decision  (MFP  Step  IH)  and  Followup 

TYPE  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION  (CHECK  AS  MANY  AS  APPLICABLE) 


Lj   Small  Group  Discussion 
m   Public  Meeting 


I     1    Written  Statements 


I     1    Other  (specify) 


j 


Summarize  briefly  public  input.    (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary.    Attach  worksheets,-  rosters,  press  releases 
as  appropriate.)  . 

Settlement  Questions  and  Information 

How  will  mineral  rights  versas  settlement  claims  be  settled?  Will  settlement  bef  & 
scattered  or  in  blocks?  Will  communities  result  from  settlement?  Areas  that  ha! 
potential  for  settlement  are  the  Nowitna  River  and  Sethkokna  River  drainages.   ' 

Access  is  a  major  problem,  Wien  Lake  might  be  used  for  floatplane  access,  Nortl 
Fork  of  the  Kuskokwim  River  is  marginal  for  access  due  to  downfalls  (trees).  MoL 
the  present  residents  rely  on  trapping  as  an  economic  base,  Telida  and  McGrath 


Prepared  by 


:  'Xri^h^-ty^J 


Date  j 
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people  also  trap  the  area.  Traditional  "trapping  rights"  are  sold  between  residents. 
Water  wells  drilled  around  Lake  Minchumina  are  inadequate  and  residents  must  use  the 
lake  water.  Adequate  water  supplies  are  a  concern  for  new  settlement. 

Sources  for  houselogs  and  firewood  are  generally  remote  from  valleys  that  are  suit- 
able for  settlement. 

Sources  of  Additional  Information 

1.  Steve  Alesky/Olesky  (sp?),  son  of  Telida  chief  -  trapping  information, 

2.  Pete  Shepard,  ADF&G  retired,  McGrath  -  trapping  information. 

3.  ADF&6  reports  the  largest  moose  concentration  in  the  state  in  the  Nowitna  drain- 
age. 

Legal  Questions 

What  is  the  legal  age  for  filing?  18?  21?  Can  each  member  of  a  family  file  a 
settlement  claim?  Yes,  but  a  separate  residence  must  be  constructed  on  each  site  and 
must  be  occupied  for  the  required  yearly  residency. 

General  Information 

Lake  Minchumina  airfield  needs  repair  and  year-round  maintainence  which  could  be 
provided  better  by  the  state. 

Mail  delivery  is  General  Delivery,  Lake  Minchumina. 
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